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Man shall not live on bread alone (Matt 4:4, NIV).
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ABSTRACT

Author: Kim, Junhyup. PhD
Institution: Purdue University
Degree Received: August 2018
Title: To Give or to Act? The Transition of NGOs from Aid Donors to Human Rights Advocates
Major Professor: Ann M. Clark
Non-governmental organizations (NGOs) have become increasingly important as a
political group of actors in international politics since the 1990s. Above all, the NGOs engaging
in economic aid have greatly contributed to foreign aid to developing countries. The significance
of this study is placed on the transition of NGOs from aid providers to human rights advocates.
The transition to human rights advocates signifies that charity organizations have now become a
major form of political actor. The research question is why some aid NGOs engage in human
rights issues, while others do not. I argue that contact with human rights norms is the primary
factor driving these NGOs to engage in human rights issues. When an aid NGO is strongly
connected to international society, the organization is more responsive to the need to embrace
human rights standards. Aid NGOs have been considered as charitable organizations to deliver
welfare services, which emphasize the increasing economic benefits that recipients receive. They
have been actors who seek economic growth, but now they are engaging in human rights
activities, which seem to be distinct from economic benefits. This study examines 561
international aid NGOs based in seven developed countries using generalized linear models. This
large-N analysis discerns a general pattern illuminating how aid NGOs engage in human rights
issues. It also shows how citizen political participation affects an aid NGO’s human rights
activities, and another example of what is different about their human rights activities where the
human rights situation is at its worst.
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Introduction
Non-governmental organizations (NGOs) have been increasingly important as a political
group in international politics since the 1990s (Risse-Kappen 1995; Clark et al. 1998; Martens
2002). According to the Yearbook of International Organizations, around 75,750 international
organizations are active in multiple countries, and the number of organizations is consistently
growing (Union of International Associations (UIA) 2017). International NGOs have also played
a leading part in a variety of activities, such as economic assistance, environment and human
rights, across national boundaries; above all, the NGOs dedicated to economic assistance have
greatly contributed to foreign aid to developing countries (Büthe et al. 2012). With respect to the
amount of foreign aid, the funding from private and voluntary organizations has exceeded the
government official development assistance in the United States (US) since 2011 (Adelman et al.
2013).
These international aid NGOs, providing goods and services to the poor and needy at the
global level, engage in various different activities all over the world. Some of them participate in
humanitarian intervention to provide displaced persons with basic necessities, and others attempt
to have an influence on government foreign aid policies. Even though these NGOs have been
involved in a wide range of economic assistance activities at both domestic and international
levels, very little is known about their human rights activities. Büthe et al. (2012) examine how
US-based NGOs allocate aid funds to developing countries, and Murdie (2014) assesses the
impact of international NGOs on the human security issue; however, human rights activities
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from the NGOs providing economic aid have not received much attention from scholars in
international politics.
What is of interest in this study is that some NGOs made the transition from aid
providers to human rights advocates. While providing basic needs to the poor does not
necessarily mean that these organizations tend to engage in political activities, it is obvious that
the organizations engaging in human rights issues become political actors when they fight
against injustice or unfairness of the current social, economic and political situation (Rubenstein
2015: 69). For aid providers, the vulnerable population groups have been merely recipients, but
now they become a group of those who need to be protected against unjust authorities. Economic
aid is based on the action of charitable support with compassion or sympathy, whereas human
rights activities are more active and politically connected with governments or central
authorities. The transition to human rights advocates thus signifies that charity organizations
become one of the major political actors.
This study addresses several questions about international aid NGOs in international
politics. The main question is as follows: why do some aid NGOs engage in human rights issues,
while others do not? This study examines what factors affect the participation of aid NGOs in
human rights issues. Largely, three levels of elements can be considered as influential factors:
international level, national level and NGO (organizational) level. Also, the following questions
can be raised: which factors can become incentives or obstacles to aid NGOs’ engagement in
human rights issues? How does the country where aid NGOs are located affect their participation
in human rights activities?
I argue that contact with human rights norms is the primary factor when aid NGOs
engage in human rights issues. The need for human rights standards has consistently been raised
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as an international norm among international aid NGOs and other development agencies since
the 1980s (Stewart 1989; Nelson and Dorsey 2003, 2007; Cornwall and Nyamu-Musembi 2004).
Because field workers and practitioners have confronted structural constraints on economic
assistance at the global level, they can recognize the necessity for more fundamental support for
aid recipients. When an aid NGO is strongly connected with the international society, the
organization is more likely to be responsive to global human rights issues and to be aware of the
necessity of improving human rights. The aid NGOs that have more contact with human rights
norms are thus more likely to adopt the human-centered framework in their activities. National
influences and organizational characteristics are also other factors that can affect aid NGOs’
participation in human rights issues.
Theoretically, this study contributes to the significance of NGOs as a political actor in
the field of international relations. While aid NGOs have been working as welfare service
providers for the poor and needy, human rights activities have mostly been performed by
transnational advocacy networks. I examine why aid NGOs that seek economic growth are
engaging in human rights issues, which are connected with normative values. Methodologically,
this study uses statistical methods to analyze data on 561 international aid NGOs in seven
developed countries. While many studies consider NGOs as supplemental actors in the field of
international relations, this study treats individual NGOs as a main unit of analysis.

1.2 NGOs in International Relations
Studies on traditional international relations have not considered NGOs as a main group
of political actors. According to Realist or Liberal scholars in international relations, only nationstates or influential, large and prominent international organizations, including some multi-
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national corporations (MNCs), have significant effects on international politics. Realists, dealing
primarily with international security issues, point out nation-states are the main actors in
international politics, and liberals, focusing on collaboration among nations, also agree that main
actors in international politics are nation-states who can initiate and establish the international
system for economic cooperation, peacebuilding or trade agreements. For liberals, several large
MNCs might be important when they could exercise economic influence over the international
system, but mostly nation-states are considered as a main political actor.
Constructivism, emphasizing the importance of social context, shows the possibility of
introducing the role of NGOs to international politics. In fact, various activities from NGOs have
existed for ages, and private charitable organizations also began to be established in the late 19th
and the early 20th century (Ahmed and Potter 2006). International relations scholars, however,
have not noticed the significance of NGO activities in international politics until the 1990s. Clark
(1995) indicates that NGOs have political leverage in areas where they specialized, such as
human rights, because they can put pressure on governmental decisions through the
intergovernmental realm like the United Nations (UN). Keck and Sikkink (1998) demonstrate
that NGOs become critical actors when they make large and transnational advocacy movements.
Recently, as a global communication network greatly expanded and the trend of globalization
continues, the significance of NGO activities, and civil society in general, becomes more
highlighted. NGO activities have greater influence on politics in both domestic and international
contexts.
This study adopts a constructivist approach to explain how aid NGOs are socialized as
human rights advocates. When looking at the three levels of influential factors in the
participation in human rights issues, an international norm works as a crucial element in the
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strategy and the behavior of NGOs. A national factor and an organizational factor also show the
leverage that the social context has on the organization.
This study pays attention to human rights activities from aid NGOs. Aid NGOs are
originally the actors who provide goods and services. Scholars have studied various kinds of
NGOs in political science, but there are few studies on the transition of aid NGOs to political
actors. Even though aid NGOs became significant actors in international relations, very little is
known about their motivations. Büthe et al. (2012) argue that aid NGOs are driven by
humanitarian principles. They verify that aid NGOs which distribute aid funds to developing
countries are motivated by normative commitments. Stroup and Wong (2013) deal with
international aid NGOs’ changing structure regarding their decision-making processes. Murdie
and Davis (2012) talk about the characteristic of NGO network across issue areas. Carpenter
(2007) shows how NGOs adopt or neglect advocacy issues by network analysis. Murdie (2014)
emphasizes the importance of NGO activities in terms of human security issues. Nevertheless,
the reason why aid NGOs recently have come to participate in human rights issues has not been
discussed among international relations scholars.
Also, there is no clear-cut division between aid NGOs and other advocacy NGOs. The
categorization of NGOs depends on what NGOs provide to those who need the help. Büthe et al.
(2012: 583) define aid NGOs as those who are active in providing emergency relief,
water/sewerage and sanitation, health, and education service. The NGOs which engage in both
advocacy activities and economic assistance are also labeled as “hybrid” NGOs (Murdie and
Davis 2012). In this study, I first take a look at the umbrella associations of aid NGOs in a
country. The members of the umbrella association are at least visible in the field of international

6
aid activities. With this criterion, this study answers the question of what makes the difference
between aid providers and human rights advocates.

1.3 Outline of the Study
This study tries to find out the motivation for aid NGOs to participate in human rights
issues. Chapter 2 explains theoretical debates on NGO activities in international relations, and
defines the causal mechanism which aid NGOs engage in human rights issues. This chapter
answers the following questions about theoretical debates: How have theoretical arguments
developed regarding the role of NGOs in the field of international relations? What is the
theoretical contribution of this dissertation on this debate? I also propose specific hypotheses in
this chapter.
From the following chapters, three different levels of variables confirm the hypotheses.
First, the factor from the international level affects aid NGOs’ attitude toward human rights
issues. Chapter 3 presents the general pattern of how various factors determine the participation
of aid NGOs in human rights issues. In this chapter, statistical models provide a new scope of
research which enables us to generalize NGO activities. In these models, 561 aid NGOs are the
observations, and analysis with such a large number of observations can show the general pattern
of NGO activities about the political dynamics between NGOs and nation-states.
Second, the factor at the national level has effect on aid NGOs’ human rights activities.
Chapter 4 describes how civic culture affects aid NGOs’ attitude toward human rights issues.
Oxfam International is a good example of aid NGOs engaging in human rights activities in
development practices. Oxfam was established in Britain in 1942, and now it has a
“confederation” of 20 autonomous branches. Oxfam International encourages its branches to

7
implement a human rights-based approach to development in both international and domestic
areas with a centralized structure (Offenheiser et al. 1999; Stroup and Wong 2013). On the other
hand, their advocacy strategies on a human rights-based approach to development are different
for each confederation. For example, Oxfam America performs its advocacy strategy through the
official relationship with the US Congress, whereas Oxfam Japan conducts its advocacy strategy
mostly through unofficial channels. Oxfam Japan also has numerous obstacles to conduct
advocacy strategies in Japan. Why does the difference occur within the same Oxfam
confederation? I argue that the home country’s civic culture makes the difference in the NGO’s
activities. Civic culture is a critical factor to understand an NGO’s political activities. This
chapter shows some differences in activities for empowering the marginalized people between
Oxfam branches, with the focus on Oxfam America and Oxfam Japan. This comparative study
can explain how the political culture of each country creates differences in the level of aid
NGOs’ participation in human rights activities.
Third, the internal characteristics of an NGO are influential on the attitude toward
human rights issues. Chapter 5 illuminates how the organizational factor works in aid NGOs’
human rights activities under special circumstances. North Korean people are suffering from
severe human rights violations, but only a few aid NGOs pay attention to human rights in North
Korea. Why do a few aid NGOs engage in North Korean human rights issues, while many others
do not? I argue that internal features of aid NGOs, especially religious affiliation, determine their
engagement in North Korean human rights issues. Political motivation is one mainspring of their
activities for human rights in North Korea. The closed country oppresses freedom of religion,
and the regime forces its people to worship the Kim family. For this reason, religious aid NGOs
detest North Korean authoritarian regime, and they believe the regime should be collapsed as
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soon as possible. Their human rights activities for North Koreans are working as an attempt to
put pressure on North Korean government. This chapter shows that religious affiliation of aid
NGOs has an effect on their participation in human rights issues of North Korea.

9

CHAPTER 2. THE EMERGENCE OF A NEW POLITICAL ACTOR

2.1 The Emergence of a New Political Actor
International aid NGOs have been considered as the charitable relief organizations to
deliver welfare services to the poor and needy throughout the world (Korten 1987). The idea of
increasing welfare is based on development discourse, which emphasizes the increasing
economic benefit that recipients receive. In contrast, human rights issues are predominantly
concerned with the pursuit of social, political rights and universal values by transnational
advocacy networks. While welfare economists assume that the social utility is the sum of the
individual utilities in a society, human rights theorists with philosophical and legal traditions
argue that traditional welfare economists whose approaches are based on utilitarianism tend to
ignore the ethical consequences of their policies (Sen 1995; Seymour and Pincus 2008). What is
of interest here is that international aid NGOs are actors who have sought economic growth of
recipients, but they are now engaging in human rights issues, which are strongly associated with
normative values. These rational actors are now involved in human rights work, which seems to
be distinct from economic benefits.
This study provides some clues on the rationalist-constructivist debate in international
relations theory. The debate between two theories has developed since the 1990s, and the core
question is whether state behavior is based on rationality or constructed ideas (Wendt 1992;
Fearon 1995). In NGO study, constructivist scholars have played a leading role in introducing
NGOs as an important political actor in international relations (Clark 1995; Risse-Kappen 1995;
Clark et al. 1998; Keck and Sikkink 1998; Risse et al. 1999; Clark 2001). Even though the
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impact of their actions is still limited, the role of NGOs certainly becomes more remarkable in
specific areas, such as human rights, poverty or environment issues.
NGO studies, introduced in international politics in the 1990s, are largely divided into
two approaches by the motivation of their activities. First, according to constructivist approach,
NGO activities are driven by ethical principles, shared ideas and values (Keck and Sikkink 1998;
Risse et al. 1999; Clark 2001). These organizations basically promote justice at both domestic
and international levels by “combining their tactics with efforts to develop new international
legal norms” (Clark 2001: 9). From this perspective, NGOs are fundamentally good-hearted
actors, and their primary motivation is supporting the public interest. The activities of
international aid NGOs are also motivated by the promotion of public benefit, since every
international aid NGO was established by a founder who had philanthropic purposes for helping
people at home and abroad. These founders can be called “norm entrepreneurs” (Finnemore and
Sikkink 1998). The primary motivation is based on altruism, and NGOs eventually pursue the
maximization of the common good. Even at the country level, some scholars argue that
governmental foreign aid is also driven by morality and justice (Lumsdaine 1993; Noël and
Thérien 1995). In addition, NGOs are mostly operated by volunteers and low-paid workers,
comparing with workers in private companies, even though NGOs seem to have a similar
mechanism to private companies in terms of the pursuit of economic growth. The main
incentives of NGO workers are the public interest and the common good (Risse 2010).
Second, scholars with the rational choice approach argue NGOs aim to maximize their
own interests like business corporations (Cooley and Ron 2002; Sell and Prakash 2004; Bob
2005; Murdie and Bhasin 2011). Based on this approach, NGO activities are stimulated by their
self-interests, and NGOs can compete with one another to obtain more benefits. Someone with
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this approach might argue that international aid NGOs can adopt the human rights perspective in
their activities for their own benefits, because aid NGOs might be able to increase their market
share by participating in human rights issues. For example, NGOs can address human rights
issues while conducting humanitarian relief work in order to raise their brand images (Bob
2005). When NGO workers participate in human rights activities, they wear vests with the
organization’s logo and name. This may be an effective way to advertise the organization
through mass media or its website, because aid NGOs are maintained with donations from
private individuals and grants from corporate or public sponsors. Also, NGOs compete with one
another for obtaining limited resources (Cooley and Ron 2002). The participation in human
rights activities can attract attention from donors by making a favorable impression, and the
NGOs can have a more dominant position within the global charity market. From this approach,
the engagement in human rights may be a kind of a long-term investment for aid NGOs in their
market.
Two competing approaches – constructivism and rational choice approach – talk about
the motivation for human rights activities differently: constructivism focuses on an altruistic
purpose, whereas rationalism pays more attention to NGOs’ own interests. Among the two
approaches, constructivism provides more convincing explanations regarding the recent
transition of aid NGOs into human rights advocates for a couple of reasons. First, the
participation in human rights issues became an international standard among aid NGOs. The
concept of the right to development or a rights-based approach to development has been
mentioned among international development agencies since the 1980s (Stewart 1989; Nelson and
Dorsey 2003, 2007; Cornwall and Nyamu-Musembi 2004; Schmitz and Mitchell 2016), and
large and prominent aid NGOs, such as Oxfam International, also have applied human rights
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action to their work since the 1990s (Offenheiser and Holcombe 2003). A number of leading
charities have contributed to the adoption of a statement regarding a human rights-based
approach to development (UNDP 2006). Later, many aid NGOs, including ActionAid and Save
the Children, joined this new international norm in the mid-2000s (Schmitz 2012). If aid NGOs
engage in human rights issues in order to maximize their interests, they would vie with one
another for occupying the market share, rather than agreeing with the new international norm.
Second, the human rights field is not attractive to aid NGO in terms of economic
benefits. The market of the human rights field has more competitive, powerful and well-known
NGOs, such as Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch. For aid NGOs, there is no
reason to put more effort into a more contested market, using human rights as the strategy of
fundraising. Also, no causal relationship has been demonstrated between aid NGOs’ human
rights activities and their benefits from donations. Sometimes, human rights campaigns can be a
risky business for aid NGOs to gather donors because they might lose their sponsors who detest
political inclinations.
When it comes to studying international aid NGOs, it is necessary to raise the following
question: why did aid NGOs begin to provide economic assistance when they were established?
With the rational choice approach, charity work would not be commenced because it is not
economically beneficial to the organization. Charitable activities cannot maximize economic
benefits of an organization. Every charitable organization is established by a norm entrepreneur,
who has philanthropic purposes for helping people at home and abroad (Finnemore and Sikkink
1998). The staff members in such organizations are mostly volunteers or low-paid workers who
are dedicated to the work. The primary motivation of charity organizations is based on altruism,
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and they eventually pursue the maximization of the common good. A constructivist approach
thus gives a good explanation about why aid NGOs participate in human rights activities.
The main task of these charitable organizations is to deliver goods and services to those
who are suffering in developing countries. These organizations seek to promote the general
welfare of recipients. Some charities, however, focus on campaigns for human rights and human
dignity in development work. For what cause do they pay attention to political activities? First,
economic aid to developing countries has hitherto made some disadvantages to recipients.
Development assistance is supposed to be supportive of economic self-reliance, but those who
receive aid funds are highly dependent on economic benefits from Western donors. To resolve
this issue, the focal point of foreign aid has been shifting from promotion of welfare to the
empowerment of local people (Korten 1987). Second, a new international norm, a human rightsbased approach to development, has emerged among international aid agencies. This approach
puts politics on development practices, and it “takes power, struggle and the vision of a better
society as key factors in development” (Chapman et al. 2009). After a human rights-based
approach became prevailed among prominent aid agencies and NGOs after the 1990s, many
charity organizations began to engage in human rights agendas in their development programs.
An introduction of human rights to the economic development discourse is not a brandnew idea. Korten (1987) proposes a people-centered development practices for long-term and
sustainable changes in local communities. His approach prioritizes a process of democratization,
which can be the foundation of equitable and sustainable development, especially in local
communities. In his monumental work, Development as Freedom, Sen (1999) focuses on a broad
concept of human freedom in economic development. He argues that providing adequate
opportunities, rather than giving material benefits, is critical for the process of economic
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development. The right to development also contains the concept of human rights in economic
development (Sengupta 2001). The right to development emphasizes “free, effective, and full
participation of all the individuals” in development practices (Sengupta 2001: 2529). Mei (2003)
indicates how charitable NGOs have adopted the changes in the global environment. He claims
that development discourse has embraced more specialized activities for long-term solutions of
development involving human rights. Murdie and Davis (2012) point out the existence of
“hybrid” NGOs, which are concerned with both advocacy and economic assistance, and they
play a critical role in information transmission and connection across issue areas. The United
Nations Development Programme (UNDP 2006: 1) stipulates that aid agencies are recommended
to “provide the values, principles and standards essential to safeguard the most precious of all
rights” when applying a human rights-based approach to development programs. Among aid
NGOs, Oxfam is a leading aid NGO in applying human rights concepts to its practices. Oxfam
established a rights-based foundation in order to redress social and economic inequalities
(Offenheiser and Holcombe 2003). Plan International has also focused on local development
programs with a human rights-based approach (Schmitz 2012).
What the above studies have in common is that it is essential for economic development
to encompass not only the increase of economic growth but also the respect for human dignity.
These studies are, however, limited to urging the necessity of human rights ideas in
development, justifying the appropriateness of this new approach, or evaluating the
consequences of this effort. These studies gave scholars and practitioners insight into the balance
between economic growth and human dignity, but we know little about why some aid NGOs
participate in human rights issues whereas others do not. While current studies have focused on
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the emergence of the new approach in economic assistance, this study illuminates what factors
make aid NGOs more involved in human rights issues.
Indeed, these aid NGOs are increasingly important participants in the area of both
domestic and international politics, and their impact on the policymaking process has also been
boosted. Foreign aid policy issues have usually been addressed by governments in donor
countries, but recently aid NGOs have provided a major mechanism for setting the policy agenda
of foreign aid. For example, Oxfam America, a prominent international aid NGO, has focused on
mounting public campaigns and lobbying governments since the 1980s in order to have an
influence on government policies. Oxfam America not only provides recipients with goods and
services, but also mounts campaigns for empowerment of women and girls in developing
countries. This organization also urges the US government to increase official foreign aid to
marginalized people, such as women and girls, in developing countries. Since the process of
agenda setting contains the accumulation of information and perspectives among specialists
(Baumgartner and Jones 1993; Kingdon 1995; Sell and Prakash 2004), aid NGOs can be good
contributors to the agenda setting process on foreign aid policy.
In this context, these aid NGOs became internationally-oriented public interest groups
supporting marginalized people in developing countries. Public interest groups seek to maintain
the public benefit by pressing governments or international organizations and by promoting new
issues and approaches for inclusion on their policy agendas (Kingdon 1995). Aid NGOs put
pressure on governments to work to include marginalized groups, such as women and the poor,
in their foreign aid policies. These organizations aim to represent marginalized groups in policy
deliberations, like some social movement organizations (Weldon 2011).
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2.2 Human Rights and Humanitarian Assistance
Have aid NGOs ever engaged in human rights issues before? Some aid NGOs might
assert that they have been already involved in a wide range of different activities including
human rights issues. That is partly true because, broadly speaking, the provision of basic
necessities is connected with human rights issues. In this study, however, human rights indicate
civil and political rights, generally associated with the activities that empower marginalized
people in developing countries. The human rights issues that these aid NGOs address are more
like humanitarian issues.
Humanitarian assistance is a serious and essential task in a global society, but it is quite
close to charitable activities. These organizations engaging in humanitarian assistance, also
known as “Dunantist organizations,” believe humanitarianism should be politically neutral and
provide impartial relief to those who are suffering (Barnett 2005: 728). That means these
organizations focus more on good action in terms of their humanitarian activities, regardless of
the consequences. Indeed, these charity organizations have “duty-based ethics” when helping the
poor and needy, rather than social or political transformation of recipients (Barnett 2005: 732).
On the other hand, human rights activities, in this study, are more committed to the
consequences of the activities. When an aid NGO is transformed into a human rights advocate, it
is expected that the NGO finds a human rights issue in local area, initiates action to resolve it,
performs problem-solving activities, and constantly monitors the issue. It is an obligation for the
organizations to give periodic reports on whether the human rights situation is improved.
Therefore, the transition of aid providers to human rights advocates mean the aid NGOs become
watchdogs, rather than working dogs in the global society. Also, it is assumed that their activities
focus more on the consequences of aid recipients than donors’ ethical obligation.
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Even though a number of aid NGOs are still remaining in traditional humanitarian
assistance, they might argue they are also working for human rights of recipients in a roundabout
way. Their humanitarian activities could be related to civil and political rights of aid recipients in
the long run. They might intend to care for human rights issues implicitly or indirectly. No one
can be sure about the real intentions of these aid NGOs because NGOs often try to look like
altruistic actors (Murdie 2014). Since NGOs became visible in the field of international relations,
they have been regarded as good actors who give moral standards to the international society. It
is virtually impossible for aid NGOs to separate humanitarian assistance and human rights work
clearly.
If so, how can we judge whether aid NGOs are working for human rights, or civil and
political rights, of recipients, more than humanitarian assistance? First of all, the mission
statement can be an important evidence for understanding the intention of aid NGOs. The
mission statement generally contains an organization’s core idea, goal and its future direction
(Williams 2008). If an aid NGO contains the core idea about human rights of recipients in the
mission statement, it is sure that they strive to promote human rights. Also, we can expect their
true motivations to be shown by their actual and direct work. If they are involved in a variety of
social campaigns – women’s education, child education, lobbying the government or putting
pressure on the government – more than humanitarian assistance, it is certain that they make the
transition from aid providers to human rights advocates.
What factors are possibly influential to aid NGOs’ transition to human rights advocates?
In this study, I categorize three different levels of influential factors: international level, national
level and NGO level. First, the influence from the international society is critical for aid NGOs to
embrace a new type of activities. The influence is a sort of social pressure at the international
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level. If some aid NGOs who are leading in human rights work can affect other aid NGOs, then
these aid NGOs would be socialized by other pioneering organizations, working as “norm
entrepreneurs” (Finnemore and Sikkink 1998). Second, the country where aid NGOs are located
is also a critical factor to understand their engagement in human rights activities. Especially, the
political situation of the country can affect the behavior of aid NGOs, from fundraising activities
to human rights activities. Third, NGO level includes the organization’s cultural aspect. The
organizational characteristics – history, culture, religion, political inclination – should be
considered as a group of critical factors to affect their transition to human rights advocates. The
following section shows how these factors are influential to aid NGOs’ engagement in human
rights issues.

2.3 Research Design
If the normative principle is the motivation for aid NGOs to participate in human rights
issues, then how do aid NGOs embrace human rights issues in development activities? Some
scholars believe inter-governmental organizations (IGOs), such as the UN, are working as
“norm-transmitting agents,” introducing a new norm to another political entity (Greenhill 2015:
12). Finnemore (1993) demonstrates how the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and
Cultural Organization (UNESCO) teach countries to promote their national science policies.
IGOs can also work as sites of norm transmission. Bearce and Bondanella (2007) show the IGO
membership shared by member countries promotes interest convergence among them. Kindornay
et al. (2012) put emphasis on the role of IGOs to adopt a new international norm. They show UN
World Conference on Human Rights in Vienna played a leading role in “disseminating,
legitimating, and deepening” a human rights-based approach to development into the global
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society (Kindornay et al. 2012: 478). Some studies also stress the role of the network of
organizations working in similar business, in terms of norm diffusion. Carpenter (2007) observes
how advocacy organizations adopt human rights agendas as an international norm, analyzing the
hyperlink network configuration of these organizations. According to her study, a human rights
issue is adopted as a norm when at least one major player advocates the issue (Carpenter 2007:
103).
In particular, some scholars argue the location of the organization’s office plays a
decisive role in accepting and delivering human rights norms. The establishment of permanent
office locations in a country displays the great commitment by human rights organizations for
expanding local networks (Murdie and Bhasin 2011: 173). Okafor (2006) claims the location of
human rights activists determines whether human rights campaigns are successful or not. In his
study, human rights activities coming from foreign organizations may lack legitimacy whereas
human rights NGOs based in Africa can get a great achievement of influence to the local
population. Building field offices facilitates the organization’s distribution of information,
interaction with local activists and advocacy activities with local groups (Bartley 2007). Building
a permanent office also enables the NGO to establish long-term partnership with domestic
groups especially when the organization initiates a joint undertaking to influence policy making
(Hopgood 2006). Also, an organization’s experience in a local area can affect the success of its
human rights activities. Sundstrom (2006) argues human rights NGOs with norms that are
specific to other societal contexts have less influence in the local population. She shows Western
NGOs working for Western societal norms, such as gender equality or antimilitarism, receive
less support from Russian domestic population. Western media sources had a limited impact on
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the diffusion of domestic protest in authoritarian regimes (Kern 2010). The lack of local presence
weakens the link between foreign agents and the local community.
According to Finnemore and Sikkink (1998: 898), a social norm emerges with “altruism,
empathy [and] ideational commitment,” and the norm cascades and is internalized into an
organization’s activities. When a human rights agenda is diffused into the global society, aid
NGOs can have access to the agenda, and finally they can accept human rights issues in their
development practices. For example, in the event that the issue of ending violence against
women is predominant in some international agencies, this agenda is delivered to other
international aid NGOs, and the agenda becomes a global norm. Therefore, aid NGOs can adopt
human rights issues into their activities on the basis of the effects of international norms.
After human rights issues are internalized into their activities, aid NGOs begin to devote
their work to empowering the marginalized groups. The empowerment of local residents is
especially the key component to protect their human rights and to ensure economic self-reliance
of aid recipients. At the local level, aid NGOs help raise awareness of not only the need to
provide basic necessities but also the empowerment of local people. Some of them organize
campaigns for socially excluded people to increase the access to social services – education, food
and health services. For instance, Oxfam International emphasizes the need for the promotion of
women’s social status as the organization-wide movement because Oxfam’s local branches
found out that the empowerment of women in local communities should be prioritized for their
self-reliance (Oxfam International 2018a). Some organizations also pay attention to microfinance
services as a tool of economic self-reliance for recipients. These activities for local people are
facilitated by the internalization process of international norms.
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Aid NGOs can also have access to international norms through international
organizations. The United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), which is one of the most
influential organizations to many international aid NGOs, created a standard of a human rightsbased approach to development for researchers and field workers (UNDP 2006). Because the
UNDP standard also centers on the empowerment of the marginalized groups, this organization
can be a vehicle for delivering human rights norms and practices to international aid NGOs.

Figure 1 The Norm Effect on NGO Work

Human rights issues arise in the places where basic human rights are violated. Human
rights agendas become critical when serious human rights abuses continue in specific areas.
These agendas can be diffused into the global society by human rights activists, and they became
new international human rights norms. For example, female genital mutilation, which was
extensively committed in sub-Saharan Muslim societies, has been observed by Western scholars
and practitioners from the 1960s, and the issue began to be discussed among international
organizations – United Nations Children’s Fund or the World Health Organization – in the
1990s. In February 6th 2003, the UN Sub-Commission on Human Rights adopted International
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Day of Zero Tolerance to Female Genital Mutilation, and a number of NGOs now join this
campaign (United Nations General Assembly (UNGA) 2013). In the event that aid NGOs would
have more access to human rights agendas like female genital mutilation issue, they could make
a transition from aid providers to human rights advocates more easily.
Indeed, the possibility to have contact with human rights norms is crucial for aid NGOs
to become actors for human rights. Even though a substantial number of stories are circulated in
our daily lives, a local population is more likely to empathize with the issues related to their local
community. Sometimes, such issues are only available when workers reside in the area where the
issue occurred. The contact with human rights norms reminds NGOs of the need to respond to
human rights issues, and the contact finally becomes the primary motivation of NGOs for the
response to the issue. The level of contact with human rights norms creates the variation in the
participation of aid NGOs in human rights issues. Aid NGOs that are more exposed to human
rights norms are more likely to engage in human rights issues. After human rights norms are
internalized into activities of aid NGOs, they embrace human rights issues in their practices.
Based on this theoretical approach, the first hypothesis of this study is as follows:

H1. Aid NGOs that have more contact with human rights norms are more likely to engage
in human rights issues.

Another significant factor for aid NGOs to engage in human rights issues is the civic, or
political, culture of their home country. The civic culture is one of the most influential
determinants in understanding the different behavior of political actors across countries, and this
is a comprehensive concept for a government as well as a civil society. Almond and Verba
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(1963) identify three elements of civic culture: orientational, affective and evaluational aspects.
Putnam (1993) argues that elements of civic culture include civic involvement, political equality,
social solidarity, and social structures of cooperation. A country’s political culture coincides with
characteristics of civil society, and NGO activities are also associated with the political
characteristics of a country as well as civil society. In particular, the characteristic of civil society
gives clues to better understand the difference in aid NGOs’ attitude toward human right issues.
The characteristics of civil society are embodied in the degree of political participation
in a country. In countries where there is active political participation from the general public,
NGOs are more likely to engage in political action, which may include the petition for human
rights in developing countries, or lobbying activities to influence foreign policies of
governments. On the contrary, if NGOs are located in countries where the general public is
conservative in political participation and indifferent to political issues, they are less likely to
engage in political activities. Stroup (2012) argues political activism is constrained by political
culture of a country. According to her study, NGO activities are affected by not only material
resources but also political opportunities or regulations in a country. Lancaster (2007) puts
emphasis on the importance of domestic political culture, created by interest groups, when an
NGO is working for advocacy or lobbying toward a government. Stroup and Murdie (2012)
argue that the national origin creates NGOs’ advocacy strategies. For instance, NGOs in Japan
have fewer resources and opportunities for developing advocacy agendas than those who are
rooted in Western European countries. Because of the civic culture, these Japanese NGOs are
less likely to be active in political participation than other Western democracies. Manji (1997)
takes notice of the difference in attitudes toward political solidarity between Northern NGOs and
Southern NGOs. Smith and Wiest (2005) focus on social, political and economic factors which
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shape human rights activism from civil society groups. They argue the level of democratization
in a country is strongly related to transnational activities regarding human rights issues.
Such tendencies are also applied to aid NGOs’ attitude toward their participation in
human rights issues. Because aid NGOs in countries with conservative political culture have less
resources – money, qualified workers and relevant information – or political opportunities to
participate in human rights agendas, they may have fewer opportunities to engage in human
rights issues. In contrast, aid NGOs in countries with the higher level of political participation
would have more opportunities to engage in political action, including human rights action, and
they are more likely to engage in human rights issues in development practices. The pattern of
political participation in a country determines aid NGOs’ participation in human rights issues.
For this reason, the second hypothesis is proposed as follows:

H2. Aid NGOs supported by active civil society are more likely to engage in human rights
issues.

An organization’s internal characteristics are also to be considered when an aid NGO is
stimulated into engaging in human rights issues. The religion of the organization is one of the
most critical elements to shape the organizational culture. Religious background creates the
organization’s management philosophy and its pattern of behavior. Workers in a faith-based
organization are directly influenced by its underlying ideas and principles. The faith-related
orientation of these organizations can inspire the workers to be more committed to their jobs.
On the one hand, international religious organizations have been transformed from
propagators of their faiths to supporters of philanthropic values like secular charitable
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organizations (Boli and Brewington 2007); but on the other hand, with respect to human rights
issues, religious ideas can inhibit the organizations’ engagement in human rights agendas due to
the ideological conflict. It is obvious that some religious principles can be contradictory to some
human rights values (Freeman 2004); for example, some religions are bound by their own
specific moral precepts, such as obedience, but the concept of human rights focuses on
supporting freedom and equality of every individual. In the case of World Vision Canada, the
Christian message has been muted and the secular voice becomes powerful within this branch in
order to get attention from Canadian public and to influence government policy (McDonic 2013).
In general, religious organizations are more resistant to change in social issues, such as women’s
rights issues, than secular organizations (Amien 2006). In the field, workers in religious
organizations are also concerned about traditional ideologies in their development programs.
Charitable activities from religious NGOs are mostly based on the concept of obedience and
dedication to traditional development issues. Their charitable activities are aiming to do good
work, which is represented by donation only. Their activities still takes a need-based approach,
such as providing a bunch of survival kits to those who need to increase self-reliance. While
religious NGOs have devoted themselves to charitable assistance programs with religious
traditions, they may be less likely to engage in civil and political rights issues because of the
conflict between religious beliefs and some human rights norms. As a result, the following
hypothesis is given:

H3. Faith-based aid NGOs are less likely to engage in human rights issues.
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The three levels of elements can be influential factors in the transition of NGOs from aid
providers to human rights advocates. The contact to the international norm can motivate them to
engage in human rights issues. The characteristics of civil society can explain the NGOs’ attitude
toward their participation in human rights issues. The religious ideas of the NGOs can also be
important to their transition to human rights advocates. In the next chapter, statistical models
verify whether the above three hypotheses are valid.
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CHAPTER 3. GENERAL PATTERNS OF NGO BEHAVIOR IN HUMAN
RIGHTS

3.1 Large-N Study with NGOs
This large-N analysis is a new approach in studying NGOs. Even though NGOs have
been studied among international relations scholars in the past two decades, there have been very
few large-N studies in this field. Many studies on NGOs or human rights in international
relations employ case-study approach to show the political dynamics between multiple entities or
groups. Several studies recently introduce statistical analysis to NGO research (Büthe et al. 2012;
Murdie and Hicks 2013; Murdie 2014), but the main focus in these studies is still a nation-state,
which has been conventionally used as a major actor in international relations. This study centers
on the individual aid NGO, using it as a main unit of analysis.
The NGO scholars have studied their activities mostly as case studies. They have
highlighted several cases where NGOs led successful campaigns in a specific area, such as an
anti-globalization movement or a movement for ending violence against women (Tarrow 2005;
Keck and Sikkink 1998). These scholars have focused on several prominent and influential
examples, because NGO activities are widely different depending on their sizes, the field of
work, and the impact of activities. Also, the definition of NGOs is different from disciplines or
perspectives; they are considered as private and voluntary organizations by sociological
perspective (Vakil 1997), or as international and autonomous bodies by the international law
context (Martens 2002), so case studies can show specific contexts of NGO activities.
Case studies may, however, contain the problem of selection bias in social science
research (King et al. 1994). Scholars might select representative cases to study, but selective

28
sampling cannot generalize the pattern of general population. In terms of NGO study, there are
substantially different cases in NGO activities, so scholars cannot show the general pattern of
NGO behavior. Some examples about successful NGOs may be applicable for their explanation,
but the case study method cannot avoid the question on generalization. Recently, large-N
statistical analysis is employed in some NGO research (Büthe et al. 2012; Stroup and Murdie
2012; Murdie 2014), but a unit of analysis in these studies was a nation-state. NGOs became one
of the main actors in international relations, but they are still treated as a supplementary actor in
the relationship between nation-states and NGOs.
This section employs a large-N study in NGO research. Methodologically, it provides a
new scope of research which enables us to generalize NGO activities. A large number of various
NGOs are working around the world, so it is not persuasive to explain numerous activities from
NGOs with small-N analysis. Research with a large number of cases can show abundant
information about political dynamics between NGOs and nation-states. In addition, while there
have been few studies which deal with NGOs as a main observation in political science research,
it is meaningful that this is the first attempt to treat NGOs as a unit of analysis in statistical
analysis.

3.2 Defining Concepts
3.2.1 Aid NGO
Aid NGOs, which are the main unit of analysis in this study, need to be defined before
examining their activities. At first, NGOs in general were recognized by the Economic and
Social Council (ECOSOC) of the UN. Article 71 of the UN Charter specified that the ECOSOC
“make[s] the suitable arrangements for consultation” with NGOs (United Nations 1945: 13).
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Based on the UN framework, NGOs are largely identified as “international” bodies (Martens
2002). In the Yearbook of International Organizations, which annually updates information
about a huge number of international organizations, only the organizations oriented to three or
more countries are included as international bodies (UIA 2017). Some NGOs specialized in
bilateral activities between two countries; but according to the Yearbook, when an organization is
based on one country and active in another country, the organization may not be able to be
accepted as an international body. Other NGOs are involved in particular domestic issues in a
single country, in occasional cooperation with several organizations abroad; in this case,
however, the organization itself cannot be regarded as an international body because there is no
direct connection with other countries. For this reason, this study covers the international NGOs
working in at least three countries.
Among numerous international NGOs, I examine aid NGOs providing goods and
services. Murdie (2014: 44-48) defines aid NGOs as providers of social goods and services
through direct work, transfer of funds or governmental partnerships.1 In order to be aid NGOs,
first, they must provide specific types of goods and services from developed to developing
countries on the regular basis. The type of goods and services includes material and tangible
benefits for economic development at local communities in the short or long term, and such
benefits are provided by direct delivery to developing countries. Aid NGOs must carry out their
projects on the ground in local communities in developing countries, so those which are only
involved in indirect work, like fundraising, are excluded. This study follows the criteria in Büthe
et al.’s study (2012), regarding the type of goods and services which aid NGOs provide. The
specific list of goods and services is as follows:
1

Emergency relief

Murdie (2014) refers to international aid NGOs as service INGOs.
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-

Water, sewerage and sanitation

-

Health

-

Education

All of these items are associated with the attempt to increase the level of welfare, and aid NGOs
provide at least one of the above goods and services to developing countries.
Second, aid NGOs are based in economically developed countries, and they transfer
goods and services to developing countries. A number of aid NGOs in both developed and
developing countries are dedicating efforts to economic development, but those in major
economies have played a significant role in international charity work, and they also provide
more reliable information about their activities such as financial status or ideological
backgrounds. Within developed countries, there are still innumerable aid NGOs and charity
organizations active in the international stage, but those based in seven developed countries –
Australia, Canada, Japan, New Zealand, South Korea, the United Kingdom (UK) and the US –
are representing large and influential aid NGOs in the world. In terms of the amount of foreign
aid, economic assistance from aid NGOs in these seven countries occupies more than 90 percent
of all private aid in the world (Adelman et al. 2013).
Third, aid NGOs must be different from advocacy NGOs, or human rights NGOs. Since
the purpose of this study is aid NGOs’ transition from welfare service providers to human rights
advocates, the NGOs that initially originated from advocacy activities are excluded. Advocacy
NGOs are political groups whose main task is to ensure universal human rights by fighting
against unjust authority, making the voice for the marginalized people, or promoting general
awareness about overarching human rights agendas. From the beginning of the activities,
advocacy NGOs are originally motivated by principled ideas and norms, not by a rationalist
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understanding of interests (Keck and Sikkink 1998). Advocacy NGOs which began with working
for the empowerment of people or the promotion of justice are excluded in this study, because
they do not make a change from delivering goods and services to supporting human rights.
Fourth, aid NGOs must be registered at their home-country governments as a legitimate
institution (Salamon and Anheier 1992), even though these NGOs are independent from their
governments. Numerous aid NGOs are composed of their headquarters, overseas offices and fulltime employees in the above seven developed countries; but some of them are small and
insecure, so they are more likely to be inconstant or unstable in terms of their organizations
status. These NGOs might be built in a day, but they could also disappear overnight. Once the
organization is registered at a government, it is recognized as a formal institution in the country.
This study only includes aid NGOs with long history – at least 10 years old – among the
registered organizations, since young NGOs are less systematized and more vulnerable to
change.
Aid NGOs are active at the international level, but they are registered at their
governments and recognized as legitimate institutions, and they are thus able to be identified by
the legal status and the charity numbers in each country. Under this condition, aid NGOs
belonging to the umbrella association in each country become the object of this study. All
member NGOs in these umbrella associations are officially certified by their governments, and
they give regular annual reports, including activity reports and financial statements. Also, these
leading umbrella associations give member NGOs an opportunity to share knowledge, to take
collective action or to develop common policy platforms (Stroup and Murdie 2012).
The umbrella associations in seven countries are as follows: the Australian Council for
International Development (ACFID) in Australia, Canadian Council for International Co-
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operation (CCIC) in Canada, Japan NGO Center for International Cooperation (JANIC) in Japan,
the Council for International Development (CID) in New Zealand, Korea NGO Council for
Overseas Development Cooperation (KCOC) in South Korea, the British Overseas NGOs for
Development (BOND) in the UK and InterAction in the US. In these umbrella associations,
some members – originally advocacy NGOs, the UN agencies (United Nations Children’s Fund,
United Nations High Committee for Refugee or World Food Programme), pseudo-NGOs (the
International Committee of the Red Cross or Malteser International), or other umbrella
organizations (e.g. the Alliance to End Hunger) – are excluded in this study. Especially, umbrella
associations in Western countries include many organizations which are not originally aid
providers; for example, the CID in New Zealand includes even Amnesty International, one of the
leading human rights organizations in the world.

3.2.2 Human rights
This study is interested in aid NGOs’ engagement in human rights issues. What is the
definition of human rights? The provision of food and basic necessities is undoubtedly a part of
human rights work, and providing food, clothing and shelter seems to be enough for achieving
basic human rights (Stewart 1989). Human rights should be universally held by every individual
(Renteln 1988), and in many cases this concept includes the political dynamics between the
respect for individuals and local or national authorities. The concept of human rights thus
contains not only the provision of basic necessities, but it is also manifested in the relationship
between individuals and political authorities such as governmental agencies, intergovernmental
bodies.
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There are largely two types of human rights. First, the civil and political rights (CPR) are
closely related to the freedom and the dignity of individuals in a society, fighting for equality,
justice and impartiality. The CPRs have been developed among Western democracies, and these
rights are mostly protected by national constitutions in democratic countries. When the unjust
authorities violate these rights, individuals or small civil society groups may struggle against the
unjustness. This concept coincides with the attempt to achieve freedom from fear, and a
substantial number of studies in political science have focused on the CPRs dealing with the
conflict between political oppression and resistance to it. Second, the economic, social and
cultural rights (ECSR) are associated with the satisfaction of basic necessities and the promotion
of social welfare. The ECSRs are supported by the argument about maximizing individual or
social utility, and political ideologies can be neglected when achieving this value. The pursuit of
freedom from want is in line with values in the ECSRs.
The division between the CPRs and the ESCRs was made by the International Covenant
on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR) and the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights (ICCPR) in 1966 (Donnelly 2003). Above all, the ESCRs, especially economic
rights, closely correspond with traditional aid NGOs’ activities. The main task of aid NGOs is to
increase the level of welfare of recipients in developing countries, so they are indeed a group of
actors who can contribute to enhancing the level of the ESCRs. On the other hand, the CPRs are
a group of issue areas where advocacy NGOs, or human rights NGOs, have promoted. Amnesty
International is a good example of an advocacy organization fighting for the CPRs. This NGO
began its work with campaigns to release political prisoners, which can cause conflict with
central governments. Consequently, aid NGOs which have merely delivered goods and services
are more familiar with the issues of the ESCRs, but they can regard the concerns of the CPRs as
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extraneous. For this reason, it is interesting that aid NGOs, which have mainly participated in the
ESCRs so far, are now also involved in the problems of the CPRs.
This study focuses on aid NGOs’ engagement in the activities for the CPRs issues. The
ESCRs are also important for achieving basic human rights, but aid NGOs have long been
involved in these issues. Their engagement in the ESCRs is not a remarkable phenomenon, but it
is surprising that aid NGOs now participate in the activities for the CPRs, which do not directly
contribute to the increase of economic benefits for both NGOs and aid recipients.
In practice, the activities for the CPRs from aid NGOs cover a wide range of areas,
including empowerment for vulnerable groups, activities for anti-human trafficking or ending
violence against women. According to the standard of the UNDP (2006), a human rights-based
economic development should include the empowerment of poor, marginalized and vulnerable
people. Most aid NGOs can, however, argue they are working for the vulnerable groups, and
their activities may be of some relevance to the relationship with the problems of the CPRs in the
long run. Therefore, this study relies on annual reports that contain accurate and detailed
information about aid NGOs on a regular basis.

3.2.3 Contact with human rights norms
Contact with human rights norms is a key explanatory variable in explaining whether aid
NGOs engage in human rights issues. Aid NGOs can have contact with human rights norms
through direct or indirect influence from the international society, such as peer reviews from
other organizations, or the impact from formal/informal interactions among international
organizations. Aid NGOs are active in the international arena, especially in countries where
economic support is needed, and their head or branch offices in these countries work as a
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gateway of access to international human rights issues. These offices are primarily located in the
middle of the area where general awareness on human rights issues needs to be raised. Office
locations are critical for international NGOs to interact with local advocacy networks (Okafor
2006; Murdie and Bhasin 2011), because the offices in developing countries become a central
place to collect examples of various human rights issues or human rights violation cases.
Overseas offices are referred to as several different names, such as affiliated members,
confederations, international alliances, international branches or partner offices. Some NGOs
classify overseas offices into two groups: donor offices and recipient offices. A large number of
aid NGOs, however, do not distinguish between donors and recipients; in some cases, overseas
offices are involved in both providing and receiving goods and services at the same time. Indeed,
the offices in donor countries are also able to organize social campaigns, to pressure the
government or to seek media exposure. As a result, no matter where the offices are located – in
either donor or recipient countries – overseas offices can be regarded as a gateway of access to
human rights norms.
The national origin of an organization also reveals the significance of contact with
human rights norms regarding their participation in human rights issues. Because most human
rights issues are promoted through international conferences or meetings, aid NGOs from a
foreign country have more chances to encounter human rights agendas than native NGOs. It is
therefore more likely that foreign-based aid NGOs have intimate contact with up-to-date human
rights issues around the world than indigenous aid NGOs.
The influence from the UN agencies is another gateway of access to human rights norms
(Greenhill 2015). The specialized agencies of the UN, such as the UNDP or the World Food
Programme, are working as a vehicle for conveying the international norm, a human rights-based
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approach, to various actors including aid NGOs. Various UN conventions and treaties are also
influential to aid NGOs’ participation in human rights issues (Kindornay et al. 2012).

3.3 Methodological Approach
In this study, aid NGOs are based in seven different countries, and that means these aid
NGOs consist of seven different clusters. Both NGOs and countries have possible variables for
the participation in human rights issues; in this case, multilevel modeling is applicable to this
research. To get a general view of the possible factors contributing to the choices of aid NGOs, I
use this multilevel modeling analysis, which can adjust for a dependence issue between NGO
variables in a same country.

3.3.1 Sample
How many NGOs are there in the world? The Yearbook of International Organizations
contains the information on 75,750 NGOs which are concerned with diverse issue areas
throughout the world (UIA 2017), and Desai and Kharas (2008) assume that about 1,000
Western charitable foundations are active in developing countries. In this study, I focus on aid
NGOs, providing goods and services to developing countries, based on seven major donor
countries: Australia, Canada, Japan, New Zealand, South Korea, the UK and the US. All of them
have large charity markets in their own countries, so these countries can represent major donors
in the world.
As the qualification of formal aid NGOs, they must be registered in their governments,
and they must belong to the umbrella associations of aid NGOs in each of the seven countries.

37
Aid NGOs with the full membership of these associations are included in this study.
Nevertheless, some member organizations in each association, however, do not provide goods
and services to developing countries. The US has 183 member NGOs in InterAction as of
December 2016, but 117 members of them are aid NGOs. Even though InterAction is an
association of US development NGOs, some advocacy groups, animal protection organizations,
human rights organizations, quasi-NGOs, research organizations and many other umbrella
organizations (e.g. the Alliance to End Hunger) are the members of this association. I ruled out
these organizations, which are not of interest in this study. The UK has 386 NGOs in the BOND
as of December 2016, and 180 of them are included for the same reason. Australia has 129
NGOs in the ACFID, but 77 NGOs are counted. Canada has 80 members in CCIC, and this study
covers 34 aid NGOs. New Zealand has 41 members in the CID, but only 19 members are
regarded as aid NGOs. South Korea has 130 NGOs in KCOC as of 2016, but 66 members
provide goods and services to developing countries. Japan has 107 member NGOs in JANIC, but
68 NGOs are aid providers. After applying these criteria, the total number of aid NGOs is 561
throughout seven developed countries. They become a main unit of analysis in statistical models.

3.3.2 Measures
3.3.2.1 Human rights (DV)
The phenomenon of interest is whether or not aid NGOs engage in human rights issues.
The information about aid NGOs’ human rights issues is accessible through their annual reports,
which contain organizational conditions, such as financial status or mission statements, so these
annual reports become the main source of this study. The word right(s) as it appears in mission
statements can show aid NGOs’ intention to engage in human rights issues. Generally, mission
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statements provide critical and strategic information of organizations (Williams 2008), and
mission statements can have a significant influence on characteristics and performance of
members (Weiss and Piderit 1999; Davis et al. 2007). An organization’s philosophy, ethos or
belief are revealed in words and texts in mission statements, and usually the words of economic
growth, healthy life, poverty reduction or welfare can be found in the mission statements of aid
NGOs. If an aid NGO contains the word right(s) in its mission statement, the NGO is a
potentially active participant in human rights issues, and it is highly likely that the organization
engages in the empowerment of marginalized and vulnerable groups. The inclusion of right in
the mission statement is one of the most adequate indicators to represent the intention of aid
NGOs in encouraging recipients to be self-reliant, rather than considering them only as
beneficiaries of economic aid. This is a dichotomous and time-invariant variable, coded by the
author from each NGO’s website.

3.3.2.2 Contact with human rights norms
Contact with human rights norms can be measured by three different indicators, coded
by the author. The first indicator is the number of overseas offices, which shows how much the
NGO is exposed to human rights norms. When counting the number of overseas offices, there is
a problem with stability, which means some aid NGOs work overseas on a temporary basis.
Emergency relief service is an example of temporary work. Since some aid NGOs may close
their local branches after short-term emergency relief, it is necessary to be cautious about
counting the number of overseas offices. In this research, overseas offices are only counted as
the branches with their permanent addresses and/or contact information. The information should
be accessible by each NGO’s official website. Occasionally, an NGO has multiple offices in a
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country; in that case, I counted as one overseas office because what is of importance is how
many countries the NGO covers. Therefore, the number of overseas offices suggests the number
of countries that the NGO covers. All overseas offices are included regardless of the location – in
either donor or recipient countries.
Second, the national origin of an aid NGO is also a relevant measure to show contact
with human rights norms. This is a binary indicator: if an aid NGO originates from a foreign
country, it is coded as 1; on the other hand, indigenous or native aid NGOs are coded as 0. The
national origin can confirm the validity of contact with human rights norms, which is the key
independent variable in this study. Aid NGOs from foreign countries are more exposed to
international human rights norms, while local-based aid NGOs are less likely to have access to
international influence. Among 561 aid NGOs, 432 NGOs are local-based organizations, and 129
NGOs originate from foreign countries.
Another indicator for contact with human rights norms is the inclusion of the word
“United Nations” or “UN” in mission statements. The UN agencies and various UN conventions
or treaties are the vanguard of the introduction of human rights concepts to development
practices. If an aid NGO contains the words related to the UN, or relevant conventions such as
the Millennium Development Goals, in the mission statement, the NGO can be more affected by
international human rights norms. This is a binary variable (0 or 1), coded by the author from
each NGO’s website.

3.3.2.3 Religion
Religious affiliation is a possible cause or obstacle of aid NGOs’ participation in human
rights issues. This is revealed in mission statements of the NGOs. This variable, coded by the
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author, investigates how religion affects the division between economic aid and human rights
activities. When an NGO explicitly shows its religious disposition on its mission statement, it is
coded as one (otherwise, 0). The total number of faith-based aid NGOs is 163, and most of them
are Christian (131 NGOs), regardless of denominations. The number of Islamic NGOs is 18,
Buddhist is 9, Jewish is 4, and Hindi is 1.

3.3.2.4 Age
The age of NGOs is a potentially significant element, because the age can create cultural
and systemic differences in their decision-making strategies. The age of aid NGOs may be
consistent with the professionalism in the field of economic development, since a long-standing
NGO can build expertise in development work by accumulated experiences. Barnett (2009) gives
several cases of humanitarian agencies whose ethical principles have been transformed by
exogenous political changes. The emergence of human right norms among aid NGOs might work
as a political impact on their attitude toward human rights issues. Long-standing aid NGOs can
become aware of the limits of current economic assistance, and they are more likely to accept
human rights agendas in development activities. The age is calculated by deducting the year of
establishment from 2016. The year of establishment means an aid NGO was officially
constituted and registered in the government as a charity organization. As a foreign-based NGO,
the year of establishment means the moment when the NGO began its local branch. This study
excludes aid NGOs who are less than 10 years old, because young NGOs are less systemized and
do not have detailed information about the organization.
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3.3.2.5 Political participation
For country-level variables, the Democratic Index 2016 by the Economist Intelligence
Unit (EIU) offers a variety of indices concerning civic culture. Among several indices, the level
of political participation can signify how active aid NGOs engage in human rights issues. This
indicator gives a snapshot of the status of democracy in 2016. Since there has been no dramatic
change in these scores within the EIU reports for several years, those indicators are
representative of a donor country’s level of political participation. The indicator has 0-to-10
scale.
The indicator for political participation in the EIU report shows some variation between
democratized countries, including the seven countries in this study. In fact, there are a variety of
indicators measuring the degree of civic culture or political participation of countries, such as
CIRI human rights data, Freedom House reports or Polity data. Most of them, however, indicate
that there is no clear distinction between highly democratized countries. Generally, these
indicators are used to compare with the levels of political culture in all countries, not only
Western democracies but also authoritarian countries. These indicators cannot distinguish
between Western democratic countries. Because the indicator for political participation in the
EIU (2017) makes some variation between the seven democratic countries, it is an appropriate
tool for the comparison in this study.

3.3.2.6 Annual revenue
The annual revenue of aid NGOs is added as a control variable. Because of the
heterogeneity of the overall capability, it is necessary to control their capabilities in statistical
models. Every aid NGO needs financial resources to operate the projects; above all, private
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donations and public grants occupy the most part of their sources of funding for aid NGOs.
These financial resources are vital for understanding how capable aid NGOs are in managing
diverse work including human rights activities, and their overall capabilities can be measured by
the amount of their financial revenues. The annual revenue thus tells us the overall level of
financial capability that these NGOs possess. The most recent financial statements are used for
all observed aid NGOs.

Table 1 Basic Information on aid NGOs and countries (N=561)
Variable

Mean

S.D.

Minimum

Maximum

Human rights

.283

.451

0

1

Overseas offices

7.02

17.01

0

126

United Nations

.032

.176

0

1

Religion

.291

.454

0

1

Age

36.56

26.96

10

224

Annual revenue (mil. $)

34.22

100.51

.0085

1018.709

7.32

.428

6.67

8.89

NGO level

Country level
Political participation

3.3.3 Analytic model
In this research, logistic regression analysis is employed, because the participation in
human rights issues is a dichotomous variable. This study also has two levels of analysis in terms
of the data structure: NGO level and country level. Aid NGOs are nested within seven developed
countries, and their activities are affected by both their internal characteristics and external
factors from a country. In this case, multilevel regression analysis is relevant to this kind of data
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structure. Multilevel modeling allows researchers to explore multiple levels of analysis in a
single model. The purpose of multilevel modeling is to explain variance in the outcome variable
at the lowest level of analysis resulting from the difference between clusters, without dependence
issues under the same cluster (Steenbergen and Jones 2002). In this study, multilevel modeling
can show the variance of aid NGOs’ engagement in human rights issues, depending on the
difference between countries. The NGOs nested within a same country tend to be more similar
than those which are randomly selected from the population, and multilevel regression analysis
can adjust for the dependence issue in the dataset. This statistical method also helps understand
two different effects – country-level and NGO-level effects – on each NGO’s decision on the
participation in human rights issues.
Aid NGOs’ engagement in human rights issues is determined by contact with human
rights norms, its religion, and the country’s political participation. Their decision to engage in
human rights issues is presented as a binary indicator, and their activities are nested within each
donor country. Based on the model specification, the equation of the model is as follows:

Level 1 (NGO level): Yij = β0j + β1j*Xnorm + β2j*Xreligion + β3j*Xage + β4j*Xrevenue + γij
Level 2 (country level): β0j = γ00 + γ01*Wpolitical_participation + μ0j
Combined: Yij = γ00 + γ01*Wpolitical_participation + β1j*Xnorm + β2j*Xreligion + β3j*Xage + β4j*Xrevenue +
γij + μ0j

3.4 Findings
In multilevel modeling, the intra-cluster correlation coefficient (ICC) stands for the
correlation between the errors of observations, varied by the effect of cluster. This coefficient,
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sometimes called as the cluster effect, which measures “the proportion of variance in the
outcome that is between groups” (Raudenbush and Bryk, 1992: 36). The ICC, in this case,
indicates the level of homogeneity within countries in terms of NGOs’ participation in human
rights issues, and it is calculated by the following equation:

ρ(ICC) = τ00 / (σ2 + τ00) = (variance between cluster / total variance)
(σ2: level-1 variance, τ00: level-2 variance).

In standard logistic distribution, the variance of an outcome is constant, which is π2/3.
This constant value becomes the level-1 (NGO level) variance (σ2). The level-2 (country level)
variance is measured by the unconditional variance at the country level, and this value can be
obtained by running the model without explanatory variables (see Model 1). From Model 1, the
country-level variance (τ00) is 0.147, and the ICC value thus becomes 0.043. Based on this result,
there is about 5 percent of homogeneity within countries in terms of the dependent variable.
From Model 1 to 4, the dependent variable is whether aid NGOs participate in human
rights issues. The variables for contact with human rights norms consistently show statistical
significance in the participation in human rights issues. In Model 2, human rights norm means
the influence from overseas offices. In Model 3, the national origin of an organization indicates
human rights norm, and the influence from the UN agencies does in Model 4. According to
Model 2, aid NGOs with more overseas offices are more likely to be concerned with human
rights issues. The result in Model 2 supports the idea that overseas offices can be organizational
platforms to promote the international norm to domestic levels. Most of all, the role of branches
in developing countries is critical to the norm internalization process. The problems in specific
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human rights – child trafficking, female circumcision or sexual violence – are frequently found
in less developed countries where aid NGOs are working. The more NGOs have contact with
developing countries, the higher the possibility that they can easily realize the necessity of
activities for human rights. Figure 2 displays the relationship between the number of overseas
offices and the predicted value of the outcome. If an aid NGO has more than 65 overseas offices,
the probability that the NGO engages in human rights issues would be more than 50 percent.

Table 2 Aid NGOs’ Participation in Human Rights Issues
Model 1
Model 2
Model 3
Model 4
(N=561)
effect

s.e.

(N=544)

(N=552)

(N=552)

effect

s.e.

effect

s.e.

effect

s.e.

Human rights norm

.018**

.006

.596**

.220

1.34**

.495

Religion

-.702**

.239

-.586*

.230

-.530*

.230

Age
Annual revenue
(mil.)

.003

.004

.004

.004

.004

.004

-.0001

.0010

.000

.001

.000

.001

.551*

.243

.494*

.224

.658**

.240

Fixed Effects
NGO level

Country level
Political participation

Intercept

-.867**

.181

-5.00**

1.77

-4.70**

1.62

-5.83**

1.75

.147

.132

.012

.066

-

-

.007

.058

Random Effects
Level-2 intercept
variance

Degree of freedom

2

7

7

7

Log likelihood

-332.28

-312.88

-320.22

-320.14

AIC

668.55

639.76

654.44

654.29

BIC

677.21

669.85

684.64

684.48

* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01

46
Model 3 and 4 confirm the validity of contact with human rights norms on the
participation in human rights issues. According to Model 3, foreign-based aid NGOs are more
likely to embrace human rights norms in their activities than native aid NGOs. The influence
from the UN agencies, an indicator for human rights norm in Model 4, is also working as a
gateway of access to human rights norms. Since a number of UN treaties are based on various
human rights agendas, aid NGOs which have been affected by the UN are more likely to apply
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.2

.4

.6

.8

the concept of human rights to their development programs.

0

50

100

150

# of overseas offices
95% CI
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Figure 2 The plot between the number of overseas offices and the predicted probability of
participation in human rights issues

Based on Model 2 to 4, the religious affiliation of aid NGOs is also important to their
attitude toward human rights. If an aid NGO has a religious disposition, the organization tends to
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be less active in human rights issues. Human rights agendas essentially contain the political
problems between individuals and oppressive authorities, and the NGOs concerned with these
problems try to fight against governmental power. Faith-based aid NGOs, however, avoid
commenting on human rights issues, and they are more likely to maintain traditional charity
activities, rather than being a political actor.
The country-level variable also explains the variation in aid NGOs’ participation in
human rights issues. The level of political participation in each country is relevant to explaining
the organization’s eagerness to engage in human rights action. That means aid NGOs based in
Japan are less likely to be active in human rights agendas than those in Canada. Many studies
have also claimed that there is an obvious relationship between home countries’ political culture
and NGOs’ activities and strategies (McAdam et al. 1996; Salamon and Anheier 1998; Stroup
and Murdie 2012). Chapter 4 explains in more detail how political culture of home countries has
influence on aid NGOs’ human rights activities with Oxfam example.
The age and the financial capability do not have statistically significant influences for
aid NGOs to engage in human rights issues. An aid NGO’s long-standing expertise does not have
a special connection with the transition to a human rights advocate. The length of history of
organizations does not determine their position on human rights action. It confirms that aid
NGOs’ attitude toward human rights issues is a time-invariant variable. An aid NGO does not
easily accept human rights norms as time goes by. If an aid provider turns into a human rights
advocate, there should be some specific gateways, such as overseas offices. Time itself is not a
panacea for an aid NGO to become a human rights advocate.
The financial capability is not relevant to their participation in human rights issues
either. Financial abundance does not guarantee their engagement in human rights work; in fact,
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the size of the budget does not matter for aid NGOs’ transition from aid providers to human
rights advocates. That means the transition to human rights advocates is motivated by normative
principles, not driven by financial affluence.
In respect of statistical efficiency, three methods can be applicable to those models.
First, the proportional reduction in error (PRE) can be measured. In multilevel modeling, the
PRE is the indicator of how specific predictors can explain the between-cluster (level-2) variance
more effectively than the model without those predictors. In the above models, however, the
between-cluster variances are not statistically significant, so the PRE cannot be used for the
model comparison. Second, the log-likelihood function can be employed in measuring the
statistical efficiency. According to the long-likelihood function, Model 2 (-312.88) is the most
statistically efficient among the above models.
The third method for the model comparison is using the Akaike Information Criterion
(AIC) measure. AIC is an indicator of the relative efficiency in statistical models for the same
dataset. In the event that a model has the least AIC value among any other models, that would be
the most suitable for statistical efficiency. Akaike (1974) defined AIC as the following equation:
AIC = -2log(L)+2k
(k: the number of independently adjusted parameters).
The Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) is another measure for statistical efficiency.
BIC is based on Bayesian theoretical assumption that the prior information affects the probability
distribution. Burnham and Anderson (2002; 2004) provide some theoretical advantages of AIC,
in comparison to BIC. First, AIC assesses the models based on the empirical data, whereas BIC
is based on Bayesian model selection that focuses on other conditional factors. Second, the prior
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distribution should be a decreasing function of k, but the prior of BIC is 1/R (R: the number of
candidate models). Based on AIC measure, Model 2 is the most efficient statistical model.
Throughout the above models, it might be expected that there would be some degree of
dependence among NGOs that are from the same NGO confederation. The cross-classified
multilevel modeling enables us to verify how the variation in outcomes is caused by “a set of one
or more explanatory variables or effects” (Fielding and Goldstein, 2006: 4), and this method is
appropriate to the case where the level-1 units are nested within combinations of two different
clusters. A number of aid NGOs are established as a confederation of multiple NGOs from
several countries, and these NGOs are associated with both a country and a confederation. For
example, Oxfam America and Oxfam Canada share the same international headquarters (Oxfam
International), and it would be plausible to be affected by a code of conduct from the head office,
in terms of advocacy activities.

Figure 3 Aid NGO data structure2

2

This data structure can be compared with the example of “two-way cross-classified data structures.” See C12.1.1.
Two-way cross-classified data structures, in Learning Environment for Multilelvel Methodology and Applications
(LEMMA) (retrieved from https://www.cmm.bris.ac.uk/lemma/mod/lesson/view.php?id=789#bkmRef305508835).

50
Nevertheless, most aid NGOs are not confederated, or do not belong to any NGO
alliance. Among 561 aid NGOs, only 95 aid NGOs belong to the confederation, but 466 aid
NGOs are autonomous and act independently of any other confederated organization. For
example, World Renew, a US-based aid NGO, is working at the international level, but this
NGO is not attached to any confederation. Indeed, even though some aid NGOs are
confederated, they operate independently of another branch (Stroup and Wong 2013), and this
implies that the confederation is hardly influential on the subsidiary NGOs’ decision-making on
political action. Aid NGOs in this study are not nested within two clusters, but countries can only
work as a cluster in this data; consequently, the cross-classified multilevel modeling is not
applicable to this case (see Figure 3).

3.5 Conclusion
Aid NGOs have engaged in human rights issues in order to resolve fundamental issues in
developing countries, but some of them become political actors while others remain as traditional
charities. I hypothesize that aid NGOs’ internal characteristics – overseas offices and religious
affiliation – and external factors – civic culture (political participation) are the main cause of
their participation in human rights issues.
In the first hypothesis (H1), I found that aid NGOs with more contact with human rights
norms are more likely to engage in human rights issues, which means they are more inclined to
be active in political action. For example, Oxfam America has promoted its development work in
reliance on a human rights perspective and advocacy strategies (Offenheiser et al. 1999), and
overseas offices of this organization are working as a gatekeeper, leading the political agenda in
development work (Carpenter 2007).
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My second hypothesis is that aid NGOs based in a country with active political
participation are more likely to engage in human rights issues (H2). I found that the effect of
civic culture in a country is relevant to aid NGOs’ attitude toward human rights activities. Aid
NGOs in a more active civil society, especially in highly democratized countries, are aware of
the necessity to engage in political action to improve the living standards in developing
countries. For example, if an NGO is based in a country where women’s rights movements are
frequently organized, the NGO can be more responsive to this issue.
Third, faith-based aid NGOs are less likely to engage in human rights issues (H3);
throughout the models, the religious affiliation has a negative effect on the attitude toward
human rights issues. That is because a number of religious principles, such as conformity,
obedience, sacrifice or subordination, are contradictory to human rights issues, especially civil
and political rights ideas. For example, religious organizations have more conservative
perspectives on the gender issue than secular organizations, saying gender discrimination is
natural. In order to engage in human rights issues, the organizations sometimes can fight against
the traditional values like patriarchal tradition. To some faith-based aid NGOs, activities for
gender equality can be considered as provocative activities. Also, many faith-based organizations
are committed to obedience to the law of the religion. These organizations can thus consider
human rights activities as the confrontation with the religious authority.
A remaining methodological issue can be raised in multilevel modeling. The above
models show relatively low ICC values. This value indicates the level of homogeneity in a
cluster, and multilevel modeling is more suitable for the data that have the greater ICC. In those
models, the ICC measures how large the variance between countries. If NGOs in some countries
engage in human rights issues but NGOs in other countries do not, the between-country variance
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would be greater than they are. The outcome variable in this data, however, has a low ICC value
(0.043), which is narrowly acceptable to multilevel modeling, because these aid NGOs have a
similar pattern in terms of their attitude toward human rights, depending on countries. In the
event that more NGOs from other countries are added to the data, the ICC might increase. In the
future study, more aid NGOs from other countries would be included in order to increase the
ICC value.
In conclusion, aid NGOs have not only been providing foreign aid to developing
countries, but they have also engaged in human rights issues, which are highly associated with
political action. It is noteworthy because welfare-oriented organizations are transformed into a
group of advocacy NGOs. This chapter focuses on the causes of this ideological change in
private aid donors, and the statistical analysis verifies that their contact with human rights norms,
the religious affiliation and external influence – a home country’s civic culture– are significant
factors to understand the transition from aid donors to political actors at the global level.
Methodologically, it is confirmed that the large-N study is pertinent to NGO research,
and NGOs can be the main unit of analysis. This chapter contributes to the discipline of
international relations in respect that political entities other than nation-states can also be the
main unit of analysis in the statistical analysis. Also, this study applies multilevel modeling,
which is a novel method in NGO research. The emerging research area – NGO research – can be
better to be examined by a new approach, multilevel modeling.
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CHAPTER 4. OXFAM’S HUMAN RIGHTS ACTIVITIES AND CIVIC
CULTURE

This chapter examines how Oxfam International engages in human rights activities, and
how that differs by national sections. The previous chapter analyzed the general pattern of aid
NGOs by statistical models with 561 organizations; whereas, this part employs a case-study
method to explore aid NGOs’ behavior. Mainly, this chapter addresses the country-level
influence on aid NGOs’ activities for human rights, especially civil and political rights. Such
activities include, but are not limited to, social campaigns for the improvement of human rights
in countries where human rights violations occur. In order to compare the influence of home
countries, Oxfam America and Oxfam Japan are selected in this case study. The US civil society
has a relatively high level of political participation, and the country’s civic culture has a positive
influence on Oxfam’s active human rights work. On the other hand, Japanese civil society is not
active in political participation, and the characteristic of the civil society is also connected with
Oxfam Japan’s strategies on human rights activities. It is therefore a comparison study between a
Western grassroots democracy and an East-Asian hierarchical society, in terms of the
relationship between civil society and aid NGOs’ human rights activities. An aid NGO based in
Western democracies is more likely to make the transition to a human rights advocate, while an
aid provider grounded in an East-Asian hierarchical society is more likely to remain business as
usual.
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4.1 A Brief History of Oxfam
Oxfam, the abbreviation of Oxford Committee for Famine Relief, was founded in Britain
in 1942, by a group of Oxford academics (Oxfam International 2018b). At the beginning of the
organization, their main task was the provision of food, basic necessities and involving
emergency relief in the war zone. During the Second World War, its work focused on a famine
relief effort in Belgium and Greece caused by Nazi occupation (Oxfam International 2018b). In
1949, the Oxford committee began to go global to relieve from postwar suffering as the US
Marshall Plan took effect around the Europe (Oxfam GB 2018a). The first overseas office was
established in Canada in 1963, and Oxfam America was founded in 1970 (Oxfam GB 2018b).
Other branches were subsequently commenced in Europe and the Americas.
In Asia, three Oxfam affiliates are working in Hong Kong, India and Japan, as of 2018.
Oxfam’s first operation in Asia was humanitarian response to the famine in India in 1951. Oxfam
– now Oxfam Great Britain (Oxfam GB) – has served humanitarian operations in India for
several decades, and in 2008 Oxfam India was created as an Oxfam affiliate (Oxfam GB 2018a).
Oxfam Hong Kong was founded as the first Asian affiliate in 1995. This branch originated from
Oxfam’s charity shop, which was operated by volunteers (Oxfam Hong Kong 2018). Now this
branch is working for advocacy, development programs and emergency relief around the world.
Oxfam Japan started its activities in 2003 as a respondent to global relief service (Oxfam Japan
2018). The branch in Japan also tries to work for economic aid, emergency relief and social
campaigns all over the world.
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As of 2018, Oxfam International is composed of 20 confederations around the world.3
Oxfam maintains the self-governing confederation system to give autonomy to each affiliate. For
all Oxfam affiliates, the autonomy means they can engage in a social campaign for current and
relevant issues depending on their national or social contexts. For example, Oxfam America is
conducting a “Stop Tax Havens” campaign to achieve economic justice within the US where a
substantial number of multinational corporations are based (Oxfam America 2016a), whereas
Oxfam Hong Kong focuses on a campaign for fair trade, which is appealing to Chinese potential
supporters (Oxfam Hong Kong 2017).
On the other hand, Oxfam confederations share common values as a branch of Oxfam
International. All branches regard economic self-reliance as one of the most fundamental
principles in their work; in particular, all Oxfam affiliates emphasize the necessity of
empowering the marginalized groups – women and children – in rural areas. Also, they attempt
to establish official/unofficial relationships with their home governments. Oxfam GB is building
an official channel with national political leadership through the Global External Affairs team,
and Oxfam America has operated a Policy & Campaigns Office in Washington D.C., trying to
have an influence on a US foreign policy (Oxfam International 2018c; Thomas-Slayter 2010).
Oxfam International also has its own advocacy team to direct a big plan of each affiliate’s
strategy. From the 1990s, Oxfam International has discussed integration process to avoid
duplicated efforts of marketing and advocacy (Offenheiser et al. 1999; Stroup and Wong 2013).

3
The 20 Oxfam affiliates are as follows: Oxfam America, Oxfam Australia, Oxfam-in-Belgium, Oxfam Brazil,
Oxfam Canada, Oxfam IBIS (Denmark), Oxfam France, Oxfam Germany, Oxfam GB (Great Britain), Oxfam Hong
Kong, Oxfam India, Oxfam Intermón (Spain), Oxfam Ireland, Oxfam Italy, Oxfam Japan, Oxfam Mexico, Oxfam
New Zealand, Oxfam Novib (Netherlands), Oxfam-Québec and Oxfam South Africa (retrieved from
https://www.oxfam.org/en/our-governance).
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4.2 Oxfam and Human Rights
What is the special characteristic of Oxfam in comparison with other aid NGOs? One of
the distinctive features is that Oxfam is a leading organization as an international aid donor with
the movement for human rights. Oxfam embraces the concept of a human rights-based approach
to development, which has been raised since the 1980s among scholars and practitioners (Stewart
1989; Nelson and Dorsey 2003, 2007; Cornwall and Nyamu-Musembi 2004). This approach is a
reflection on the growth-oriented development framework, and it becomes a way of achieving
international justice for aid agencies. Oxfam adopted this concept in its overall development
programs, and the organization is committed to working for the fight against social and
economic injustice through advocacy activities.
Another characteristic is the strong relationship between Oxfam and the national
governments. All Oxfam branches are eager to have an influence on their national governments,
because it is an effective way to promote human rights in developing countries in the long run.
Lots of civil society organizations attempt to use a variety of different ways to engage in
advocacy work, such as media work, popular campaign or education activity; but making
connections with national governments enables them to affect governmental foreign aid or
humanitarian policies, which are closely related to the human rights situation in developing
countries. In this sense, Oxfam specializes in advocacy work to change government policies.
What is of interest is that each Oxfam branch’s approach to the advocacy strategy for
human rights issues is quite different. For example, Oxfam America performs its human rights
activities through a variety of channels, including online fundraising, social campaigns and the
relationship with the Congress, whereas Oxfam Japan engages in the human rights work mostly
through informing the general public to raise awareness of current inequitable situations. Why do
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the NGO’s strategies for human rights issues differ, although Oxfam America and Oxfam Japan
belong to the same Oxfam confederation? Civic culture is a critical factor to understand an
organization’s political activities. Oxfam’s human rights activities are also under the influence of
the home country’s civic culture.

4.3 NGOs and Civic Culture
A number of studies in political science have examined civic or political culture.
Almond and Verba (1963: 15) give a definition of civic culture, which is “the particular
distribution of patterns of orientation toward political objects among the members of the nation.”
This civic culture also contains social and cultural patterns of citizens in a country (Inglehart
1988). Almond and Verba show that the attitude of citizens toward their local or national
government is affected by the civic culture; and especially, effective political participation is
formulated by interpersonal trust in a community. Putnam (1993) points out political and cultural
contexts have consequences for the overall quality of the governments. According to his study
(1993: 87-88), the degree of civic engagement is one of the most remarkable components for
creating civic or political culture.
A civil society’s political participation is one of the most obvious characteristics of civic
culture in a democracy. Some democracies have citizens who are active in political participation,
and civil society groups in these countries are willing to compromise, negotiate or talk with local
or national governments in terms of the public policymaking process. For example, civil society
organizations in Western democracies try to be involved in the policymaking in the government,
and they are active in political participation. In contrast, citizens in East Asian countries are
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relatively obedient and submissive to the central authority or their community because of
Confucian ethics (Englehart 2000).
The civic attitude of citizens in the US has been socialized into a different type of
attitude from the Europeans over time (Rice and Feldman 1997), and these Americanized values
are embodied in citizens’ devotion to the achievement of civil rights. Even though there are some
differences in the degree of civic culture between US states, the overall pattern of civic
engagement is similar within the whole country. The citizens in the US are based on Christian
fundamentalism, which helps them to organize community-service groups (Rice and Sumberg
1997).
On the other hand, the civic culture in Japan differs from the Western democracies.
Japanese citizens largely rely on “personalism” or “individualism” in political behavior
especially when it comes to voting (Gaenslen 1986; Hirata 2002). Japanese economic
development has also been affected by Confucian ethics, which represents diligence, humility
and obedience to authority. Japanese civil society is also influenced by these cultural
characteristics: “the respect given bureaucrats … and the general deference to authority”
(Fukuyama 2001: 12). Individuals in Japan are not supposed to break in the realm of their own
activities, and active political participation in Japan has been considered as a deviation from
social norms (Harata 2002). Historically, Japanese civil society remains weak because the
capabilities of NGOs have been used in development activities in Southeast Asian countries. As
official development assistance from Japanese government has been provided to Southeast Asian
countries, NGOs have also focused on economic development in the area for a long time (Hirata
2002). Japanese government and its civil society also attempt to play a more active role in
Southeast Asia, but the activities are mostly constrained into humanitarian assistance (Lam
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2006). As a result, Japanese citizens prefer group conformity to collective action. In this
situation, Japanese civil society has been reticent for a long time.
Advocacy is an action for public support on a particular issue, such as legislation or
policymaking. Advocacy activities have a specific purpose for policymaking process, and NGOs
generally become main actors for organizing advocacy activities for pursuing their goals. For
example, environment NGOs make people aware of the necessity of environmental regulation,
and then organize advocacy activities to the local/central government to have an influence on
environmental policies. The relationship between the civil society organizations and the
local/central government is critical to the success in advocacy activities. If an organization has an
official or specific route to the government, the organization can easily have political leverage in
terms of advocacy activities.
In this section, I focus on the difference between Oxfam branches about human rights
activities in the development programs. The NGO’s activities for human rights issues have
different types of approaches depending on political culture in a country. These activities toward
the central authority are affected by the country’s political culture, especially the degree of
political participation from the civil society. Even though human rights activities are organized
by a same organization – Oxfam International in this case – the result can be different from
where the activities are conducted. Oxfam International has conducted “the Robin Hood Tax”
campaign to help protect public services around the countries where Oxfam branches are
working, but the way to move forward to policymaking differs from branch to branch. In a more
democratized country where the civil society is active in political participation, Oxfam can
engage in advocacy activities more vigorously; but in a country where civil society is weak and
the government is authoritative, the organization may be more cautious about being active in
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political engagement. The understanding of a country’s political characteristic is therefore a key
issue in an organization’s human rights activities. Human rights activities and a country’s civic
culture is strongly bound up with each other.

4.4 Case Study: Oxfam America and Oxfam Japan
One of the biggest differences between Oxfam America and Oxfam Japan is the
beginning of the branch. Oxfam America was established in 1970, and this branch has worked as
a pioneer in mounting social campaigns regarding hunger, food, inequality in the world. Oxfam
America has also engaged in advocacy activities toward the federal government to affect the US
foreign policies concerning humanitarian issues in developing countries. The inadequate
response of the US government to Guatemalan earthquake in 1976 triggered the advocacy work
of Oxfam America (Simon 2010), and advocacy work toward the central government became
one of the main tasks for this branch. On the contrary, Oxfam Japan, founded in 2003, has
focused on raising awareness of global humanitarian issues in Japan. At the beginning, Oxfam
Japan began its work with Oxfam charity shop to sell some products, such as fair trade coffee or
chocolate, to the public in two charity shops in Tokyo and Fukuoka. This section compares two
Oxfam branches to understand how civic culture affects an organization’s advocacy strategies
toward human rights issues.

4.4.1 Oxfam America
Oxfam America is working in more than 90 developing countries, helping the poor and
weak through providing basic necessities and organizing social campaigns. The campaigns focus
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on giving solutions for poverty, hunger and various social problems by cooperating with the
marginalized groups at the regional levels. In order to empower local communities, Oxfam
America also adopts a human rights-based approach to development as an alternative to the
charity and welfare models (Offenheiser and Holcombe 2003). On the basis of this concept,
Oxfam America launched a comprehensive strategic planning process, entitled as Partnerships
for Impact: 1998-2002 Strategic Plan, which contains several principles: respect for the essential
dignity of all peoples, responsibility to foster understanding of the root causes of poverty and
injustice, democratic participation and practice (Offenheiser et al. 1999). These principles still
encourage the organization in doing its overall activities.
The most astonishing feature is that Oxfam America has not received any government
money or commodities from its origin (Offenheiser et al. 1999; Simon 2010). This NGO has
survived only with private donations from individuals, corporations or foundations, and this
financial independence enables this organization to be autonomous from government influence.
When the organization tries to engage in national foreign policies about humanitarian issues, it
can put pressure on the federal government’s foreign policies, such as the US food assistance that
may cause damage to the local food system (Simon 2010). In addition, Oxfam America educates
the public how the US foreign aid is flawed when providing foreign aid to developing countries
in the long term. According to its educational material, the current US foreign aid is bound by
the donor’s national economic and political interest, and this flawed policy can result in
inefficiency of economic assistance (Oxfam 2009).
Oxfam America is committed to working on more targeted objectives for social change:
development finance, community-based resource management, and participation for equity
(Offenheiser et al. 1999: 129). In order to execute more effective strategies, Oxfam America
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made the Policy & Campaigns Office in Washington D.C. This office takes the leading position
in mounting various social campaigns about human rights issues with other organizations, as
having a relationship with the federal government. Oxfam America also struggles for leading
other US-based charities into a human rights-based approach to development, because the
organization realized that other development NGOs in the US are not solidarity groups (Simon
2010). For instance, CARE, one of the biggest US charities, adopted advocacy strategies against
food aid from the federal government after it was affected by Oxfam’s advocacy activities
(Simon 2010: 119-120).
What factors then make Oxfam America so enthusiastic about engaging in human rights
activities for those who are oppressed in the international society? First, the civic culture of the
US, especially the legacy of political participation, undergirds Oxfam America’s active
participation in human rights work. The political participation in the American civil society has a
long history: the enactment of civil rights acts for Black Americans and women from the 19th
century is the product of the political participation from US citizens. Large and powerful
organizations, such as the American Civil Liberties Union, have been working for changes in
policies. In this situation, Oxfam America could begin its work with the principle that the
organization does not accept any funds from governments to be independent from the
government. At the very first, this new Oxfam branch was closed for three years because of the
financial problems, but it was restarted in Boston to raise money for Bangladeshi refugees and to
argue that the US government should stop giving arms aid to Pakistan (Thomas 2010). These
movements were different from other charities in the US, which have focused on maximizing
their revenues through fundraising from private donations and public funds. This organizational
identity has grown based on the autonomy from the government. Oxfam America also plays a
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leading role in adopting a human rights-based approach to development in the US charity field.
While many charities were struggling with the tension between facilitating fundraising and
observing autonomy of local communities, Oxfam America has emphasized empowering local
offices within its strategic framework (Holcombe 2010).
The second element that makes Oxfam America active in human rights activities is its
leadership in the organization. At the early years, the leadership of Oxfam America tries to
establish the well-defined educational philosophy, and it was committed to helping Americans to
understand the development contexts in countries where support is needed. When Oxfam
America conducted “to save a nation” campaign for Cambodia during the late 1970s, this
campaign provides a model for advocacy activities for desirable development policies and the
relevant issues of the future (Short 2010). Oxfam America has been acknowledged as a leading
organization in advocating development education from the 1980s. In particular, Oxfam America
played a central role in development education among other organizations when InterAction, the
umbrella association of the US charity organizations, was established in 1985 (Short 2010: 103).
It is sure that the US citizens give positive responses to long-standing Oxfam America’s
engagement in human rights activities. Oxfam America has endeavored to make alliances with
domestic partners, such as DC-based NGOs, for policy suggestion (Thomas-Slayter 2010).
Currently, the organization also collaborates with college students, training 50 student leaders to
build a campaign network (Oxfam America 2018). It can also be inferred Oxfam’s human rights
campaigns have received support from the American public by its revenue growth for a long
time. The total revenue was 5.6 million dollars in 1980, but it has increased more than twofold
(12 million dollars) in 1990, and the revenue in 2010 was 78.2 million dollars (Oxfam America
2016b). Even though the overall size of the US charity field has increased for several decades,
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but it is surprising that Oxfam America, which does not receive any government funding, has
grown for more than 30 years only with the public support.
As stated above, Oxfam America’s acceptance of human rights issues in its development
work is bound by the influence of a home country and contact with human rights norms. When
Oxfam America began to embrace human rights agendas, there were a variety of issues from the
international society, such as Bangladeshi refugee issue, arms aid to Pakistan and the bloody
massacre of Cambodia in the late 1970s. Oxfam America decided to engage in these issues at the
beginning of the establishment. Oxfam’s other overseas offices have been working as a gateway
of embracing human rights norms, and American civil society has been supporting Oxfam
America’s human rights activities. Aid NGOs with more contact with human rights norms and
those under a country with active civil society are more likely to engage in human rights
activities.

4.4.2 Oxfam Japan
Oxfam Japan was established in 2003 when a charity bazaar was open for helping
emergency relief, after the creation of Oxfam International in 1995. Oxfam Japan was born in the
fundraising event. Oxfam Japan is one of the only two Oxfam branches in East Asia: Hong Kong
and Japan.4 In spite of the short history, Oxfam Japan has tried to engage in various activities,
from charity work to advocacy activities to Japanese central government.
The main activity of Oxfam Japan is to raise awareness of the public in terms of their
international activities. Because Oxfam Japan is one of Oxfam’s confederations, Oxfam Japan
delivers the message from Oxfam International’s important issues, such as human rights issues in
4

Oxfam Korea was established in 2014, but this branch does not belong to Oxfam confederation yet, and it is a
public engagement office, whose main objective is to raise money and manage public relation activities.
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less-developed areas. Also, Oxfam Japan tries to engage in advocacy activities to Japanese
government. The government conducts its foreign aid policy mostly based on Japanese economic
interest – promoting trade and investment (Schraeder et al. 1998). Oxfam Japan strives to make
alternative proposals for sustainable foreign aid which contributes to reducing poverty in
recipient countries. Despite Oxfam Japan’s efforts on advocacy work, Japanese citizens are not
responsive to the advocacy work because they regard these organizations as just fundraisers for
service delivery (Okada 2008). The general public in Japan assumes that these organizations,
including Oxfam Japan, engage in advocacy work in order to increase their revenue.
Oxfam Japan tries to make a collective action with other Japanese charity organizations
to raise awareness of a human rights-based approach in the development activities. Nevertheless,
it is difficult for one organization to drag over many other charities to collective action for
human rights movement. Japanese citizens mostly rely on individualism when they make a
political decision (Hirata 2002), and such a tendency is also applied to organization’s behavior.
Many aid NGOs not only in Japan but also in East Asian countries argue that “that is not of my
business” in terms of human rights activities. These aid NGOs argue “it is not our business.”
Oxfam Japan has attempted to take collective action and some NGOs participate in the action;
however, these activities were limited to fundraising work.
Why are Japanese charity organizations less active in advocacy activities for human
rights issues in developing countries? That is because Japanese citizens are not willing to
participate in political campaigns. Historically, Japan does not have experience of achieving
political freedom from unjust authority by political movement. Left-wing parties, or progressive
groups, have occupied only a small proportion of the Parliament throughout its history. Japanese
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citizens therefore do not realize the necessity of political participation toward the government.
Even the voter turnouts in the general election are consistently decreasing.5
There is also the historical background that human rights activities from charities are
less accepted by the Japanese public. Japanese charity organizations have been focusing on
charity activities for Southeast Asian countries. It is a long-standing tradition for Japanese to
help Southeast Asian people. Since Japanese believe that Asian countries – especially East Asian
countries – should unite against Europe, Japan keeps exercising its influence in Asia as an
extended nationalism (Saaler 2006). When this ideology, Pan-Asianism, was exposed as a
military occupation, World War Two occurred; after the war, Japan has tried to affect Southeast
Asian countries by economic power until now. In addition, Japan has a sense of duty to
compensate for the victims in the war, so Japanese charity organizations prioritize this traditional
ideology.
Nevertheless, Oxfam Japan strives to maintain the fundamental principle of engaging in
advocacy campaigns for human rights in recipient countries, which is in line with Oxfam
International’s basic doctrine. Oxfam Japan has played a leading role in mounting social
campaigns in Japan since its establishment in 2003, and the organization also attempts to take
collective actions with other Japanese charity organizations (Okada 2008). From 2003, the
“World’s Great Lesson” campaign has been conducted for informing citizens about the right to
education for the vulnerable groups; in 2014, “Stand Up Take Action” campaign was organized
for raising awareness on global poverty issue (Oxfam Japan 2016). Oxfam Japan has been
making efforts to promote advocacy work despite the unresponsive citizens.

5

In the general election of members of the House of Representatives, the voter turnout in 2009 was 69.27%, and the
turnout was 53.68% in 2017. (retrieved from https://www.idea.int/data-tools/question-countries-view/521/155/ctr)
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As the trajectory of Oxfam Japan suggests, civic culture of a home country is one of the
vital factors for an aid NGO to engage in human rights activities. After the establishment of the
branch, Oxfam Japan has tried to embrace human rights issues. The length of history is
irrespective of the organization’s engagement in human rights issues. Rather, the influence from
the international office is critical for the NGO to decide to participate in human rights issues.
Even though Oxfam Japan has a relatively shorter history than other Oxfam branches, Japanese
branch is eager to engage in human rights activities as much as other overseas offices.

Both of the above two Oxfam branches are eager to engage in human rights activities:
Oxfam America is financially independent from the federal government, and this status helps this
branch to be more active in human rights work; and Oxfam Japan is striving to educate the
Japanese public about the necessity of their work. The outcome is, however, dissimilar to each
other. Oxfam America plays a role in accepting a human rights-based approach to development
among the US charity organizations, and takes the initiative in social campaigns against the
government policies. On the contrary, Oxfam Japan is struggling to enlighten the Japanese public
about their work, which mostly focuses on fundraising. The Japanese citizens also think that
Oxfam’s human rights work is a tool for fundraising.
This difference is mainly derived from the characteristics of civic culture in each
country. The US civic culture supports Oxfam’s human rights activities, and the organizations
can be involved in more political action against the government. Its leadership is also supportive
of human rights work, and this was possible because of the supportive public. The civic culture
in Japan is, however, not encouraging to Oxfam’s human rights activities, so the organizations
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concentrates more on fundraising activities. Oxfam Japan’s other activities are still limited to
temporary issues like emergency relief.

4.5 Conclusion
Oxfam International, a leading charity engaging in human rights work, has not only been
providing foreign aid to developing countries, but the organization has also worked as a new type
of political actors. Most of all, the NGO recently has the limelight as a gatekeeper of
international justice across the transnational field. Human rights work is one of the most
prominent efforts for them to move toward international justice. Oxfam International contributed
to create a new international norm, a human rights-based approach to development, among many
international charities for a long time, but there is still variation in their engagement in human
rights activities.
Oxfam International also has the variation between its branches. The country-level
influence – civic culture – makes the difference in their engagement in human rights activities.
Such influence from civil society leads Oxfam branches to determine their engagement in human
rights activities. On the one hand, the legacy of political participation in the US corresponds with
the role of Oxfam America for advocacy activities for human rights issues. Indeed, many US
charities, including ActionAid, CARE, Plan International and Save the Children, are also
involved in advocacy work (Schmitz 2012). The influence from civil society can undergird their
activities toward the government. On the other hand, Japanese individualism prohibits the
charities’ human rights activities to the government. Oxfam Japan has attempted to raise
awareness of the necessity of human rights work, but Japanese citizens are less responsive to

69
political participation. As a result, Japanese charities, including Oxfam Japan, are more inclined
to fundraising activities, rather than human rights work.
The civic culture, and political participation, is not created in a day. This social norm has
been interacting with domestic actors like civil society organizations for a long time. Although
the future of the charity’s human rights work is unknown in the field of NGO activities, this
normative framework will continue in compliance with the perspective of respect for human
rights and dignity. Also, the cooperation between charities and other political actors –
individuals, nation-states and international organizations – is essential for the sound and
sustainable development.
The remaining issue is the relationship between charities’ participation in human rights
activities and a home country’s specific situation. North Korea is one of the poorest countries in
the world, and its human rights situation is extremely serious. A number of aid NGOs are
concerned about North Korean situation; in particular, aid NGOs in South Korea are the greatest
helpers in economic aid to North Korea. In terms of the human rights issues in North Korea,
however, a different mechanism works for their participation in human rights activities. In the
next chapter, I discuss what factors determine aid NGOs to engage in human rights issues in
North Korea, which is under special circumstances.
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CHAPTER 5. NGO AND RELIGION: HUMAN RIGHTS IN NORTH
KOREA

This chapter discusses aid NGOs’ human rights activities related to their organizational
characteristic. Above all, the religious affiliation determines the organization’s engagement in
human rights issues. As seen in Chapter 3, faith-based aid NGOs are less likely to engage in
human rights issues. That is because their development activities are based on traditional
ideologies, such as dedication and obedience. Aid NGOs with religious affiliation try to be
apolitical and do not want to provoke central/local governments, which can be supporters of their
work. They do not want to lose private sponsors who oppose politicized movement.
Nevertheless, in specific cases, faith-based aid NGOs are more eager to engage in
human rights issues than secular organizations. This chapter examines aid NGOs’ human rights
activities under special circumstances. North Korean people have been suffering from extreme
poverty for a long time, and a tremendous number of people are exposed to severe human rights
violations. In spite of this situation, only a few aid NGOs care about human rights issues in
North Korea. Most of all, aid NGOs based in South Korea are actively engaged in North Korean
issues. South Korean aid NGOs are more willing to help North Koreans than other charity
organizations based in Western countries, because South Korean civil society, and citizens, has a
close rapport with North Koreans. Even among South Korean aid NGOs, there is variation
between aid NGOs engaging in North Korean human rights issues and those who do not. This
chapter focuses on the religious ideology of these aid NGOs, which determines their
participation in North Korean human rights issues. Since North Korean authoritarian regime
suppresses freedom of religion, aid NGOs with religious affiliation strive to promote human
rights in North Korea. The empowerment of individuals in North Korea can be a great tool to
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promote human rights in the long run. Besides, their human rights activities can work as a tool to
put pressure on the authoritarian regime.

5.1 Human Rights Situation in North Korea
North Korea is one of the poorest countries in the world. This country is highly
dependent on the agricultural industry, and it maintains a closed economy with few economic
partners such as China. Because of the closed economic system, North Korea is vulnerable to
natural disasters; in 2015, North Korea suffered food shortages due to “the worst drought in 100
years” (The Guardian 2015). Politically, North Korea is still a communist regime, and it adheres
to one-party dictatorial system. Juche [self-reliance] is adopted as a set of national ideas
justifying the dictatorship, and this idea is also recognized as North Korea’s state religion (Belke
1999).
Even though the only reliable source of information on the human rights situation in
North Korea is the testimonies of North Korean defectors, it is obvious that a variety of human
rights issues are raised in this authoritarian regime. In terms of the civil and political rights
(CPRs), most human rights organizations which have taken a close look at the situation in North
Korea would agree that their civil and political rights are being violated. The freedom of opinion,
or political expression, is severely limited, and the regime denies the secret-ballot system in
order to maintain the one-party dictatorship. The regime allows a few religions in North Korea,
but the regime utilizes religion as a tool for “political propaganda aimed at South Korea” (Do et
al. 2015: 219). If the citizens violate the regulation, the government imprisons them without trial,
or executions are conducted in some cases.
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North Koreans are also suffering from the lack of the economic, social and cultural
rights (ESCRs). In terms of the right to food, a chronic food emergency has existed since the
mid-1990s, when about one million people in North Korean died from a great famine (LiangFenton 2007). An inestimable number of homeless, malnourished and unprotected orphans have
thus become a serious social problem in North Korea to this day. Some orphans fled to China for
food, but the escape sometimes creates another problem, such as child abuse. Health care
facilities in North Korea are also poor, so the right to health is being violated. North Koreans are
seriously in need of economic and social help from the international community.
Despite this desperate situation, it is extremely difficult for the international community
to deal with the human rights issues – especially civil and political rights – in North Korea,
because the North Korean government vehemently opposes any type of action on the human
rights situation in North Korea. The government regards the actions for civil and political rights
as the infringement of national sovereignty. In 2015, the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) opened a new office in Seoul, South Korea, to work
on the human rights situation in North Korea; in response to this, North Korea threatened to take
retribution for the “politically-motivated provocation” against the dignity of North Korea
(Yonhap 2015). In this circumstance, it is also a formidable task for aid NGOs to engage in
human rights activities in North Korea.
Consequently, the more accessible way for the international community to deal with
human rights issues in North Korea is to focus on economic needs, such as the needs for food,
shelter or health care. A large number of North Koreans are still suffering from the lack of food
and shelter. Most of all, food security is the important issue after a great famine in the 1990s.
One of the reasons that thousands of defectors fled from North Korea is an extreme food
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shortage (Liang-Fenton 2007). The right to food is only a small part of various human rights
issues, but providing food, and basic necessities, is one of the most feasible ways to help North
Koreans and to avoid offending the authoritarian regime at the same time.
Although numerous international aid NGOs providing basic necessities to the poor and
needy all over the world, aid NGOs based only in South Korea are active in engaging in North
Korean issues. South Korea made a dramatic change from aid recipient to donor in less than half
a century, and the social and political influence of aid NGOs in South Korea has also increased
since the government began to provide foreign aid in the 1990s (Lumsdaine and Schopf 2007). In
these days, aid NGOs in South Korea are eager to expand the range of economic aid activities in
developing countries. Nevertheless, there is a debate about the approach to human rights issues
in North Korea. Some advocates of democracy for North Korea focus on the civil and political
rights, arguing that North Korean regime should eventually be changed; whereas, those who are
on the opposite side emphasize more on the economic, social and cultural rights in order to
maintain a stable peace in the Korean peninsula (Suh 2007). There is the variation between aid
NGOs which engage in human rights issues in North Korea and those which do not. Many
international actors respond differently to human rights issues in North Korea, but the
organizational characteristic becomes the key factor to understand the response to North Korean
human rights issues.

5.2 Responses to the Human Rights Situation in North Korea
5.2.1 United Nations
In recent years, the UN General Assembly adopted several resolutions for the human
rights situation in North Korea. In the resolution of 2007, the General Assembly criticized that

74
North Korea continually violates general human rights, although North Korea is a member of
four international human rights treaties6 (UNGA 2008). In March 2016, the General Assembly
addressed the human rights violations – extermination, murder, enslavement, torture,
imprisonment and other types of violations – committed by North Korean government (UNGA
2016). The UN Human Rights Council also helps investigate the human rights situation in North
Korea by working with the UN Special Rapporteur. The Special Rapporteur on the situation of
human rights in North Korea was established by the UN Commission on Human Rights in 2004
(OHCHR 2016), and the Special Rapporteur has authority to visit North Korea and to observe
the human rights situation in North Korea, being independent from any government or
organization.
The Universal Periodic Review (UPR) is another effort to respond to North Korean
human rights issues from the UN. The UPR is a periodic report on the human rights records of
all UN member countries, and the UPR Working Group, which originates from the UN Human
Rights Council, creates the review of a country’s human rights situation. NGOs can also
participate in the contribution of the UPR; in the review of North Korea, Human Rights Watch,
Christian Solidarity Worldwide, Amnesty International and other South Korean human rights
organizations also participated in making the 2009 UPR on North Korea (UNGA 2009).

5.2.2 Human rights organizations
Some human rights organizations carefully observe the human rights situation in North
Korea. Some of them are concerned with the contribution to the UPR on North Korea, and others

6

These are International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), International Covenant on Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR), Convention on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW),
the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC).
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autonomously provide human rights reports on North Korea. These reports focus on serious
human right problems in North Korea, but they largely deal with the economic, social and
cultural rights issues, such as food shortage, malnutrition or lack of medical services. In fact, it is
not possible to obtain the latest information about human rights issues in North Korea because it
is quite a politically and economically closed country. Human rights organizations can collect
information about North Korean human rights issues from interviews of North Korean defectors.
Major human right organizations, including Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch,
also keep revealing the reality of the human rights situation in North Korea by media exposure,
and putting pressure on the North Korean government.

5.2.3 Aid NGOs
Since the food shortage is one of the most serious issues in North Korea, aid NGOs
mostly focus on the provision of food or the assistance of agricultural programs when they are
involved in the activities for North Korean issues. Aid NGOs based in South Korea which
engage in North Korean issues also contribute to food assistance, but many of them are apathetic
about civil and political rights issues in North Korea. There are three possible reasons for their
indifference to the civil and political rights issues in North Korea.
First, many aid NGOs in South Korea think they are not responsible for promoting
human rights, especially civil and political rights in North Korea. Even though a human rightsbased approach to development is widely accepted among international aid NGOs, those based in
South Korea are insensitive to this new international norm. Since most documents and
publications on a human rights-based approach are written in English, only a few large and
capable South Korean aid NGOs can access these up-to-date issues. Otherwise, aid NGOs cannot
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easily realize the importance of this new international norm, partly due to a language barrier.
They may also carry on business as usual; engaging in human rights activities is not helpful for
their fundraising. These aid NGOs still remain as charity organizations, whose main job is to
fundraise and donate money to the poor and needy. Also, one of the most challenging issues in
North Korea is food shortage, so they believe it may be desirable to continue to provide food aid
or other basic necessities.
Second, South Korea shows a low level of political participation in terms of the degree
to which the citizens exercise political rights (Bidet 2002; Kim 2006; Song 2007; Jeong 2013).
The opportunities for NGOs to develop advocacy agendas and to engage in political activities are
determined by the home-country’s political environment (Stroup and Murdie 2012). As
mentioned in Chapter 4, in a country with a high level of political participation like Western
democracies, NGOs and the civil society are more likely to actively participate in advocacy
activities or lobbying activities for human rights; whereas, NGOs in a country where the level of
political participation is low are less likely to support political activities, including advocacy
activities for human rights. The political culture in a country can affect aid NGO’s attitude
toward human rights activities. The history of South Korea’s civil society is relatively short, and
NGOs in South Korea have fewer resources for developing advocacy agendas than those in
Western democracies; accordingly, such political culture of South Korea can affect the
participation of aid NGOs in human rights activities.
Third, and most importantly, there is an ideological division within South Korean civil
society regarding the perspective on North Korea (Chubb 2014). The left-wing groups and
progressive NGOs have played a leading role in promoting the level of human rights in South
Korea for the last half a century. They have fought against the authoritarian government in South
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Korea; freedom of speech, direct vote of the people, and other political rights in South Korea
were obtained from the political movement of the left. While left-wing civil society groups are
active in political movements in South Korea, these actors prefer to prioritize normalization of
relations with North Korea, rather than provoke the North Korean regime (Goedde 2010). They
believe raising a question about political rights in North Korea is not beneficial to improve the
relationship between two Koreas. On the other hand, the right-wing groups are hostile to North
Korean government. They are composed of the conservative force, pro-military dictatorship
groups and conservative church groups. Their common enemy is communists or leftists in South
Korea and North Korean regime, so the decline or the collapse of the regime is their common
goal. In order to weaken the authority, these right-wing groups put pressure on North Korean
regime by various means. For them, engaging in human rights activities for North Korean people
can be an effective tool to put pressure on North Korean regime. In this situation, many aid
NGOs in South Korea do not want to be involved in the political debate between the left and the
right. Because charitable activity itself is politically neutral, they merely want to remain as
politically neutral actors, doing business as usual. The participation of aid NGOs in political
issues in North Korea can be seen as taking a right-wing political position, which would not be
favorable for their fundraising from the general population.
Despite these reasons, several of aid NGOs in South Korea engage in civil and political
rights issues in North Korea. Why do they get involved in the activities for human rights in North
Korea in spite of these obstacles? I argue that religious affiliation makes them involved in civil
and political rights issues in North Korea. At the beginning, religious aid NGOs might be more
active in providing goods and services to North Korea on the basis of altruism or philanthropism.
If an aid NGO is affiliated with a specific religion, the NGO can have more compassion for the
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poor neighbors than secular NGOs. Love for neighbor is one of the core principles of
Christianity, and the idea of mercy is important in Buddhism. Also, religious aid NGOs may try
to evangelize the general public in North Korea by their charitable work. It is almost impossible
to directly evangelize people in the politically closed authoritarian regime, and in this situation
charitable work is a different route for them to spread their religion.
More importantly, aid NGOs with religious affiliation are eager to engage in the CPRs
issues in North Korea because they are strongly associated with the idea of anti-communism. For
faith-based aid NGOs, North Korean regime is an evil entity. These NGOs believe they should
carry out their mission to emancipate North Korean people from the authoritarian communist
regime. For example, a representative in Justice for North Korea, a Christian human rights
organization in South Korea, criticizes a number of human rights violation cases on Christians in
North Korea, and he urges the international society to put pressure on North Korean regime to
release political prisoners, mostly religious prisoners, in North Korea (Voice of America 2016).
Conservative civil society groups share the idea that North Korean regime is the one that should
be collapsed in the near future. Aid NGOs with conservative religious beliefs also agree with the
aggressive attitude toward the North Korean regime. Anti-communism is a strong incentive for
the collaboration between religious aid NGOs and conservative groups in South Korea.

5.3 Methodological Approach
This section examines 66 aid NGOs, which are registered in the Korea NGO Council for
Overseas Development Cooperation (KCOC), the umbrella association of aid NGOs in South
Korea. A substantial number of international aid NGOs are working around the world, but almost
all of them are not concerned about the support for North Korea. South Korea-based aid NGOs
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are the only ones that pay attention to North Korean issues. Logit regression analysis is
employed to show aid NGOs’ activities for North Korea. The analysis explains which
organizational factors determine aid NGOs’ engagement in North Korean human rights issues.

5.3.1 The definition of human rights activity
This chapter explains what factors make aid NGOs engage in human rights activities,
especially activities for the CPRs issues, for North Koreans. Most aid NGOs are concerned with
the provision of food, medical services or other basic necessities to North Korea. Because these
activities are connected with the ESCRs issues, aid NGOs which provide only food or medical
services are not considered as participants in human rights activities for North Koreans.
In this section, human rights activities are restricted to the CPRs issues in North Korea.
Serious CPRs issues in North Korea are defined in the White Paper of the Korea Institute for
National Unification (Do et al. 2015): right to life, right to liberty and security of person, right to
humane treatment in detention, right to a fair trial, right to equality, freedom of residence,
movement and travel, freedom of religion and conscience, freedom of the press and publication,
freedom of assembly and association, and right to political participation. Unfortunately,
however, it is not feasible for aid NGOs to enter North Korean territory and to engage in some
activities for the CPRs in North Korea as of now. Even the Special Rapporteur on the situation of
human rights in North Korea had been denied access to North Korea in 2008 (UNGA 2008: 7).
Because of the de facto closure of North Korea, any type of organization, including aid NGOs,
cannot easily monitor human rights situation in North Korea thoroughly. Therefore, it is
plausible for aid NGOs to take indirect approaches to North Korean CPRs issues.
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The empowerment of North Korean people is a type of indirect approaches in promoting
the CPRs in the long term. Education activities for North Koreans can be included in indirect
approaches to the promotion of the CPRs. These activities may not be effective in supporting the
CPRs in North Korea in the short term; however, education activities for children and young
adults can be influential in securing the freedom of the press and publication in the long run. In
addition, support for North Korean defectors is another way to promote the CPRs in North
Korea. This activity is mainly performed in South Korea, but it is also influential to current
North Korean residents, especially those who are facing a harsh reality in the authoritarian
regime. Supportive activities for North Korean defectors – for example vocation training,
resocialization programs or microfinancing for North Korean defectors – can be a motivation for
asylum from North Korea, and can also show the possibility of living in a better-off and safer
country.

5.3.2 Organizational characteristics
Internal characteristics of aid NGOs are causes for their engagement in the CPRs issues
in North Korea. Above all, religious affiliation is a main cause of aid NGOs’ participation in
human rights issues in North Korea, and this is revealed in mission statements of the NGOs.
Religious background creates the organization’s management philosophy and its pattern of
behavior. Workers in a faith-based organization are certainly influenced by its underlying
principles. In Chapter 3, religious affiliation was the obstacle for aid NGOs to engage in human
rights issues. Aid NGOs with any types of religion are less likely to engage in human rights
issues in general. However, this section demonstrates that human rights activities from charities
can be motivated by religious affiliation under special circumstances.
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Overseas offices can work as a gateway of collecting human rights issues and human
rights violation cases because field offices can form a partnership between aid NGOs and local
communities (Hopgood 2006). The statistical analysis in Chapter 3 verified the validity of
overseas offices when aid NGOs participate in human rights issues. An aid NGO with more
overseas branches is more responsive to international human rights standards. If it is also
applicable to North Korean case, aid NGOs with more overseas offices are more likely to engage
in North Korean human rights issues.
The national origin of an NGO was another relevant organizational feature in the
statistical analysis in Chapter 3. Because aid NGOs from foreign countries are more exposed to
international issues, such as serious human rights violations in North Korea, they tend to be more
active in human rights activities. On the other hand, native aid NGOs are less likely to have
access to the international community. In particular, aid NGOs deriving from domestic welfare
agencies in South Korea may have a language barrier when they encounter up-to-date issues on
the human rights situation in North Korea raised by various international organizations.

5.3.3 Research design
Basically, the dataset of analysis in this section is same as Chapter 3, but this chapter
only deals with aid NGOs in South Korea. Also, the dependent variable is limited to human
rights activities for North Koreans. As of 2016, the Korea NGO Council for Overseas
Development Cooperation has 130 member NGOs. This analysis only includes aid NGOs which
provide goods and services regarding emergency relief, food, health, water, sewerage and
sanitation. After excluding advocacy organizations, research organizations, the UN agencies and
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aid NGOs which are less than 10 years old, the total number of aid NGOs is 66 in this NGO
association.
The dependent variable is whether an aid NGO engages in the activities for the CPRs in
North Korea. The activities for the CPRs include (1) education activities for North Koreans and
(2) support activities for North Korean defectors. Education activities include training programs
for farmers or establishing a basic educational institution in North Korea. Support activities for
defectors are providing vocational education or resocialization programs. If either (1) or (2)
activity has been reported in an aid NGO’s annual reports during the past three years (2014-16),
the NGO can be considered as a participant in the civil and political rights issues in North Korea.
This is a binary indicator.
Religious affiliation is measured by mission statements of aid NGOs. When an aid NGO
explicitly shows its religious disposition – Buddhism, Christianity or other religions – on its
mission statement, it is regarded as a religious NGO. Religious aid NGOs are coded as one,
otherwise it is zero. The total number of religious aid NGOs is 26 in South Korea, and most of
them are Christian (20 NGOs), regardless of denominations. The number of Buddhist NGOs is 6.
The number of overseas offices shows how the NGO is exposed to international human
rights standards. As mentioned in Chapter 3, the name of overseas office is different from NGO
to NGO: affiliated members, confederations, international alliances, international branches or
partner offices. Regardless of the name, overseas offices can be used as a measure of access to
human rights norms. The number of overseas offices is counted through the information in each
NGO’s website.
The national origin of an aid NGO showed the contact to human rights norms in the
previous chapter. This is a dummy variable: if an aid NGO originates from a foreign country,
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other than South Korea, it is coded as one; whereas, native South Korean aid NGOs are coded as
zero.
The age of an aid NGO is a potentially significant element, because the length of history
can make a bureaucratic culture in an organization. Some large and long-standing NGOs might
fall into the dysfunction or inefficiency because of its bureaucratic culture (Barnett and
Finnemore 1999). The age is calculated by deducting the year of establishment from 2016. The
year of establishment means an aid NGO was officially constituted and registered in the
government as a charity organization. As a foreign-based NGO, the year of establishment
indicates when the NGO founded its South Korean branch.
A control variable, the annual revenue of aid NGOs, is added to the model, based on the
most recent financial statements. The annual revenue indicates the economic capability of aid
NGOs. The economic size of an aid NGO might determine its attitude toward North Korean
human rights issues. If an aid NGO can afford to manage diverse activities, it is more likely that
the NGO is concerned with human rights issues in North Korea.
The following models employ logit regression analysis, since the engagement in the
CPRs issues from aid NGOs is a dichotomous variable. When aid NGOs participate in education
activities for North Koreans, they can be considered as advocates for North Korean human
rights. When they engage in supportive activities for North Korean defectors, they are also
regarded as the participants in North Korean human rights issues. Two activities are not mutually
exclusive, but they are not overlapping with each other.
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5.4 Findings
Among 66 South Korean aid NGOs, 14 aid NGOs engage in human rights activities for
North Koreans, but the rest of them (52 NGOs) are indifferent to human rights issues in North
Korea. The following models in Table 3 show what factors determine whether aid NGOs engage
in human rights issues in North Korea. According to the models, the religious affiliation of aid
NGOs encourages them to participate in North Korean human rights issues. If an aid NGO
contains an explicit expression of its religion in the mission statement, it is more likely that the
NGO engages in human rights activities for North Korean people.
Model 1 and 2 in Table 3 confirm that religious aid NGOs are more likely to engage in
North Korean human rights issues than other secular aid NGOs. I use two different indicators for
human rights norm: the number of overseas offices in Model 1 and the national origin in Model
2, which are also used in statistical models in Chapter 3.7 The following models demonstrate that
only religious affiliation is relevant to their human rights activities for North Koreans. With any
human rights norm indicators, the religiosity is the most significant characteristic for aid NGOs
to engage in North Korean human rights issues. If an aid NGO is a faith-based organization, the
NGO is more likely to engage in human rights activities for North Koreans.
In South Korea, almost half of the population has a religion. Christianity has the largest
population, which takes up 28 percent of the whole population, and Buddhism occupies 22
percent based on a 2015 national poll (Gallup Korea 2015). Especially, Christianity is directly
linked with domestic conservative groups, including church groups, in South Korea. Because the
greatest enemy of South Korean right-wing groups is the communist regime in the north,
Christian aid NGOs are active in the civil and political rights issues in North Korea in order to
7

The influence from the UN agencies is not included in this analysis, because only two of them are relevant to the
UN agencies, out of 66 NGOs.
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challenge the regime. Also, these conservative groups and the members of churches are the main
donors for Christian aid NGOs. It is not sure whether conservative donors urge aid NGOs to
engage in North Korean issues, but at least the donors are favorable to Christian aid NGOs’
activities for human rights in North Korea.

Table 3 Aid NGOs’ Participation in the CPRs Issues in North Korea
Model 1
Model 2
(N=63)

(N=63)

effect

s.e.

effect

s.e.

Religion

1.593*

.775

1.744*

.788

Human rights norm

.017

.019

1.558

1.398

Age

-.017

.034

-.030

.038

Annual revenue (mil. $)

.048

.027

.046

.024

Constant

-2.346**

.905

-2.161*

.941

Degree of freedom

5

5

Log likelihood

-24.250

-23.976

AIC

58.500

57.951

BIC

69.216

68.667

** p<0.01, * p<0.05

In sum, two possible reasons can be given for the religious aid NGOs’ participation in
North Korean issues. First, there is a political motivation for putting pressure on North Korean
government. The regime severely criticizes the movement for enhancing the level of human
rights in North Korea because the leaders consider these activities as an infringement of national
sovereignty. If aid NGOs engage in activities for civil and political rights, the authoritarian
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regime can be annoyed by these activities. Christian aid NGOs are the most active groups in
North Korean civil and political issues. The communist regime in the north is a common enemy
of conservative groups as well as Christian aid NGOs. The Jubilee Unification Save-the-country
Prayer Meeting is a good example of how South Korean churches see North Korea. The main
purpose of this meeting is to prepare for unification of two Koreas. Even though this meeting
consists of various kinds of Christian denominations, the pastors pray for peaceful unification
and the collapse of North Korean regime. The idea of anti-communism is widely shared among
Christian organizations and conservative groups in South Korea.
Second, philanthropy is another motivation for the participation in North Korean issues.
In general, religious aid NGOs are more likely to provide basic necessities to North Korea than
secular aid NGOs because of their compassion for North Korean people. When every aid NGO
begins its charitable work, “norm entrepreneurs” with altruistic motives always play a significant
role in establishing the organization (Finnemore and Sikkink 1998). In religious aid NGOs,
religious leaders, who are the founders of these NGOs, played a role as norm entrepreneurs.
These leaders establish a moral standard of how aid NGOs perform their activities. In mission
statements, compassion and sympathy for aid recipients, including North Koreans, are
recognizable as their motivation for the activities.

5.5 Conclusion
Aid NGOs have been working as aid donors for a long time, and now they become
active human rights advocates in the international arena. While aid NGOs are involved in various
human rights issues, only a few of them participate in the activities for human rights issues in
North Korea. Even though basic information about human rights situation in North Korea is

87
limited, it is certain that there are serious human rights violations in North Korea. Some aid
NGOs are putting efforts into promoting human rights of North Koreans, and they are mostly aid
NGOs with religious affiliation. Religious aid NGOs are more likely to engage in North Korean
human rights issues than secular aid NGOs.
Aid NGOs’ organizational characteristic answers the question of why some aid NGOs
engage in North Korean human rights issues while others do not. The general pattern in Chapter
3 shows the religious affiliation of aid NGOs becomes an obstacle for them to engage in human
rights issues. Under special circumstances, however, faith-based aid NGOs can participate in
human rights activities by their religious principles. The authoritarian regime in North Korea
oppresses freedom of religion, and the government forces its people to worship the Kim family,
which is idolized as the light of the people. For Christian groups in South Korea, North Korean
regime is an evil entity. Christian aid NGOs engage in human rights activities for North Koreans
as a kind of attempt to put pressure on North Korean government. Political motivation is also one
mainspring of their activities for human rights in North Korea. Conservative groups and
Christian churches in South Korea abominate North Korean authoritarian regime, and they
believe that the regime should be collapsed as soon as possible. Philanthropism is another
motivation for their engagement in North Korean human rights issues. Because religious aid
NGOs were established in line with moral standards, such as compassion or mercy, they
participate in human rights activities with sympathy for North Koreans.
One remaining issue is whether their activities are effective in the change of North
Korean government. Religious aid NGOs’ activities for North Koreans may be interpreted as a
long-term strategy for evangelizing them. Indeed, some Christian communities in South Korea
make an effort to evangelize North Korean defectors for a long time. Even though religious aid

88
NGOs try to evangelize North Koreans by human rights activities, the effectiveness of these
activities has not been verified yet. Other international organizations, like human rights
organizations or the UN agencies, have also taken action against human rights violations in
North Korea, but little has been known about the effectiveness of their activities. It is another
challenge for scholars to verify the effectiveness of activities about North Korean issues.
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CHAPTER 6. CONCLUSION

For decades, the role of NGOs in international relations has been visible, and they have
been involved in various fields as one of the main political groups. In particular, NGOs have
indispensable actors to human rights, environment and women’s rights areas in the global
society. Aid NGOs are also active in development, economic assistance and emergency relief;
however, aid NGOs are rarely discussed as a main political actor in the literature of political
science or international relations. One main reason is that economic assistance, or the provision
of basic necessities, seems politically neutral action, or purely humanitarian mission. However,
economic assistance, including the allocation of aid, is completely political activity (Büthe et al.
2012; Rubenstein 2015). Recently, some aid NGOs begin to set human rights agenda and
participate in human rights issues. Their action is absolutely a sort of political movement. Aid
NGOs, which have been providing goods and services to developing countries, become a new
group of human rights advocates.
This study answers the question of why some aid NGOs engage in human rights issues,
while others do not, focusing on the causes of this ideological change in private aid providers. I
look at three levels of influential factors on this change: international level, national level and
NGO level. Regarding the first level, I argue that contact with human rights norms is the most
significant factor in the transition from aid donors to human rights advocates at the international
level. Overseas offices of aid NGOs work as a gateway of accepting human rights norms from
the international society. An overseas office is a central place to collect examples of current
human rights issues and human rights violation cases. Foreign-based NGOs are more likely to
have access to human rights norms, because they have the closer contact with the latest human

90
rights issues around the world than native aid NGOs. Aid NGOs affected by the UN conventions
are also exposed to human rights norms, because they have more chances to encounter human
rights agendas through the UN meetings.
The second level shows aid NGOs based in a country with active political participation
are more likely to engage in human rights issues. This study found that the effect of countrylevel influence is relevant to aid NGOs’ human rights activities. Aid NGOs in a country with
active civil society are aware of the necessity to engage in political action to improve the human
rights standards. Chapter 4 shows Oxfam America is more active in human rights activities than
Oxfam Japan, because the civil society in the US is more active in political participation than the
citizens in Japan. The legacy of political participation in a country determines the degree of
NGOs’ political activities. The engagement in human rights issues is one great example of
political activities, and aid NGOs’ engagement in human rights issues are affected by the
political tendency of civil society in a country. The large-N analysis in Chapter 3 shows there is
statistical significance of country-level influence, and the case study in Chapter 4 confirms that
aid NGOs in Western democracies are more likely to engage in human rights activities than
those in hierarchical societies.
In the third level, I argue faith-based aid NGOs are less likely to engage in human rights
issues. In general, religious organizations are more resistant to change in political issues, and
their religious principles are often contradictory to human rights values (Freeman 2004).
Religious aid NGOs are less active in human rights activities because they are more likely to
maintain traditional charity activities, rather than engaging in political movement. The statistical
analysis in Chapter 3 confirms that religious affiliation of aid NGOs is negatively associated with
their participation in human rights issues.
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Nevertheless, religious affiliation can work differently in special circumstances. Even
though North Koreans are suffering from severe human rights violations, only a few aid NGOs
are active in human rights issues in North Korea. In this situation, religious affiliation has a
positive relationship with the participation in North Korean human rights issues. That is because
conservative religious groups, especially Christian aid NGOs, are eager to put pressure on North
Korean regime, and human rights action for North Korea is one of the most effective methods to
interfere in the tyranny of the authoritarian regime.
This study contributes to the rationalist-constructivist debate in international relations.
Scholars with rationalism argue aid NGOs have been working as rational actors to increase the
economic benefit in recipient countries as well as the organizations themselves (Cooley and Ron
2002; Sell and Prakash 2004; Bob 2005; Murdie and Bhasin 2011); however, these rational
actors also engage in human rights issues, which have long been regarded as normative action. It
is not rational for aid NGOs to enter a human rights field, which has more powerful competitors
like Amnesty International. It is not convincing that aid NGOs try to utilize human rights
activities as a tool for the advertisement, because such movement can rather reduce the number
of sponsors who do not like the provocative action. Indeed, their human rights activities are
based on normative ideas. NGOs are competing with one another, and they have bureaucratic
structures like business corporations; but the staff members are working with low salaries, or
voluntarily (Risse 2010). These passionate workers cannot participate in human rights work
without normative principles. This study verifies altruistic motives determine the cause of the
transition from aid donors to human rights advocates.
This study also discusses the significance of NGOs in the field of international relations.
Methodologically, this study attempts to make a large-N study with NGOs as a main observation.

92
While many NGO scholars employ case studies, it is meaningful that this study applies statistical
methods to NGO studies. Also, in the field of international relations, nation-states are still
considered as the main objects of interest; however, NGOs can be an independent observation in
statistical analysis, and certainly they become increasingly critical for a variety of issue areas in
the world.
Economic assistance originally began with the idea of raising the living standard of aid
recipients. A human rights-based approach to development emerged as reflections and
recommendations for the aid effectiveness of the previous economic aid. Nobody knows about
the future of human rights work in economic development. What is important is aid NGOs are
attempting to achieve the original purpose of economic assistance, the improvement of the
quality of life for aid recipients. Normative ideas in economic assistance have been interacting
with domestic actors like aid NGOs at the international level for more than several decades. The
cooperation between NGOs and other political actors, such as individuals, nation-states and
international organizations, is also an essential prerequisite for the sound development of a
human-centered framework in economic assistance.
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APPENDIX

Table 4 List of Aid NGOs
No

Name

Umbrella
association

Website

1

ACDI/VOCA

InterAction (US)

http://www.acdivoca.org/

InterAction (US)

http://www.actionagainsthunger.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.actionaidusa.org/

InterAction (US)

http://adesoafrica.org/

InterAction (US)

http://www.adra.org

InterAction (US)

http://ame-sada.org/

InterAction (US)

http://www.akdn.org/

InterAction (US)

http://www.hands.org/

InterAction (US)

http://jdc.org

InterAction (US)

http://ajws.org/

InterAction (US)

http://www.leprosy.org/

2
3
4

5

6

7
8

9

10

11

Action Against
Hunger USA
ActionAid
International
USA
Adeso
Adventist
Development
and Relief
Agency
International
African
Methodist
Episcopal
Church Service
and
Development
Agency
Aga Khan
Foundation
U.S.A.
All Hands
Volunteers
American
Jewish Joint
Distribution
Committee
American
Jewish World
Service
American
Leprosy
Missions

107
Table 4 continued
12

13
14
15
16
17

18

19
20

21

22
23
24
25

American
Refugee
InterAction (US)
Committee
American Relief
Agency for the InterAction (US)
Horn of Africa
AmeriCares
AmericasRelief
Team
Amref Health
Africa, INC
Ananda Marga
Universal Relief
Team (AMURT)
Association of
Volunteers in
International
Service, USA

http://www.arcrelief.org

http://www.araha.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.americares.org

InterAction (US)

http://americasrelief.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.amrefusa.org/

InterAction (US)

http://www.amurt.net

InterAction (US)

http://www.avsi-usa.org

Baitulmaal Ahed InterAction (US)

http://www.baitulmaal.org/

http://www.bwanet.org/programs/bapti
Baptist World
InterAction (US)
Alliance
st-world-aid
Bethany
Christian
InterAction (US) http://www.bethany.org/international
Services Global,
LLC
Bread for the
InterAction (US)
http://www.bread.org/
World
http://www.bridgeoflifeinternational.or
Bridge of Life InterAction (US)
g
Brother's
Brother
InterAction (US)
http://www.brothersbrother.org
Foundation
Buddhist Tzu
InterAction (US)
http://www.us.tzuchi.org
Chi Foundation

26

Build Change

InterAction (US)

http://www.buildchange.org

27

CARE

InterAction (US)

http://care.org

28

Catholic Relief
Services

InterAction (US)

http://www.crs.org
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29

30
31
32

33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45

46

CDA
Collaborative
Learning
Projects
ChildFund
International
Church World
Service
Combat
Blindness
International
CONCERN
Worldwide U.S.,
Inc.

InterAction (US)

http://www.cdacollaborative.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.ChildFund.org

InterAction (US)

http://cwsglobal.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.combatblindness.org

InterAction (US)

http://concernusa.org

Convoy of Hope InterAction (US)
Doctors of the
World-USA
Episcopal Relief
& Development
Feed The
Children
Freedom from
Hunger
Friends of
ACTED
FXB USA, Inc.
Giving Children
Hope
Global
Communities
Global Links
Habitat for
Humanity
International
Handicap
International
Healey
International
Relief
Foundation

http://www.convoyofhope.org/

InterAction (US)

http://www.doctorsoftheworld.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.episcopalrelief.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.feedthechildren.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.freedomfromhunger.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.acted.org

InterAction (US)

http://usa.fxb.org

InterAction (US)

http://gchope.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.globalcommunities.org

InterAction (US)

http://globallinks.org

InterAction (US)

http://habitat.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.handicap-international.us

InterAction (US)

http://www.hirf.net
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47

48

49
50

Heart to Heart
International
Heartland
Alliance for
Human Needs &
Human Rights
Heifer
International
Helen Keller
International

InterAction (US)

http://www.hearttoheart.org

InterAction (US)

http://heartlandalliance.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.heifer.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.hki.org

51

HelpAge USA

InterAction (US)

http://www.helpageusa.org

52

Helping Hand
for Relief and
Development

InterAction (US)

https://www.hhrd.org/

53

HIAS

InterAction (US)

http://hias.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.cureblindness.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.imaworldhealth.org

InterAction (US)

http://inmed.org

InterAction (US)

http://iscvt.org

InterAction (US)

http://icmc.net

InterAction (US)

http://www.internationalmedicalcorps.
org

InterAction (US)

http://theimho.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.iocc.org

InterAction (US)

http://irteams.org

54
55
56

57

58

59

60

61

62

Himalayan
Cataract Project
IMA World
Health
INMED
Partnerships for
Children
Institute for
Sustainable
Communities
International
Catholic
Migration
Commission
International
Medical Corps
International
Medical Health
Organization
(IMHO)
International
Orthodox
Christian
Charities
International
Relief Teams
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63

64

65

66
67
68
69
70

71

72
73
74

75

76
77
78

International
Rescue
Committee
International
Social Service USA Branch
International
Youth
Foundation
IntraHealth
International,
Inc.
Islamic Relief
USA
Jesuit Refugee
Service / USA
Jhpiego
Life for Relief &
Development
Lutheran
Immigration and
Refugee Service
(LIRS)
Lutheran World
Relief
Management
Sciences for
Health
Medical Care
Development
Medical
Education
Cooperation
with Cuba
(MEDICC)
MedShare
International
Mennonite
Central
Committee U.S.
Mercy Corps

InterAction (US)

http://www.rescue.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.iss-usa.org

InterAction (US)

http://iyfnet.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.intrahealth.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.irusa.org

InterAction (US)

http://jrsusa.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.jhpiego.org

InterAction (US)

http://lifeusa.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.lirs.org

InterAction (US)

http://lwr.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.msh.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.mcd.org/mcdi/index.html

InterAction (US)

http://www.medicc.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.medshare.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.mcc.org

InterAction (US)

http://mercycorps.org
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79
80

Mercy-USA For
Aid and
InterAction (US)
Development
Near East
InterAction (US)
Foundation

http://mercyusa.org
http://www.neareast.org/

81

Operation USA

InterAction (US)

http://opusa.org

82

Oxfam America

InterAction (US)

http://www.oxfamamerica.org

83

Pan American
Development
Foundation

InterAction (US)

http://www.padf.org/

84

PATH

InterAction (US)

http://path.org

85

Pathfinder
International

InterAction (US)

http://www.pathfinder.org

86

PCI

InterAction (US)

http://www.pciglobal.org

InterAction (US)

http://physiciansforpeace.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.planusa.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.planetaid.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.plantwithpurpose.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.posnercenter.org

Project C.U.R.E. InterAction (US)

http://www.projectcure.org/

87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97

Physicians for
Peace
Plan
International
USA
Planet Aid
Plant With
Purpose
Posner Center
for International
Development

Project HOPE
Relief
International
ReSurge
International
Salvation Army
World Service
Office
Save the
Children

InterAction (US)

http://www.projecthope.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.ri.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.resurge.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.sawso.org/

InterAction (US)

http://www.savethechildren.org
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98

Seva Foundation InterAction (US)

http://www.seva.org

99

ShelterBox USA InterAction (US)

http://www.shelterboxusa.org

100
101
102
103
104
105

106

107

108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115

Solar Cookers
International
SOS Children's
Villages -- USA
Stop Hunger
Now
Syrian American
Medical Society
Foundation
The Hunger
Project
Trickle Up
Unitarian
Universalist
Service
Committee
United
Methodist
Committee on
Relief
US Committee
for Refugees &
Immigrants
Water for South
Sudan, Inc.
WaterAid
America
WellShare
International
World Concern
World Hope
International
World
Neighbors
World Renew

InterAction (US)

http://www.solarcookers.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.sos-usa.org/

InterAction (US)

http://stophungernow.org

InterAction (US)

https://www.sams-usa.net/foundation/

InterAction (US)

http://thp.org

InterAction (US)

http://trickleup.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.uusc.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.umcor.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.refugees.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.waterforsouthsudan.org/

InterAction (US)

http://wateraidamerica.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.wellshareinternational.org

InterAction (US)

http://worldconcern.org

InterAction (US)

http://www.WorldHope.org

InterAction (US)

http://wn.org

InterAction (US)

http://worldrenew.net
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116

World Vision

InterAction (US)

Zakat
Foundation of InterAction (US)
America
Absolute Return
118
BOND (UK)
For Kids
ACE Africa
119
BOND (UK)
(UK)
117

120
121
122

Act4Africa
Action Against
Hunger UK
Action Village
India

BOND (UK)
BOND (UK)
BOND (UK)

http://worldvision.org
http://www.zakat.org/
http://arkonline.org/
http://www.ace-africa.org/
http://www.act4africa.org/
https://www.actionagainsthunger.org.u
k/
http://www.actionvillageindia.org.uk/h
ome

123

ActionAid UK

BOND (UK)

https://www.actionaid.org.uk/

124

ADD
International

BOND (UK)

https://www.add.org.uk/

125

ADRA

BOND (UK)

http://www.adra.org.uk/

126

Advantage
Africa

BOND (UK)

http://www.advantageafrica.org/

127

Afghanaid

BOND (UK)

http://www.afghanaid.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.africanchildtrust.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://adesoafrica.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.amrefuk.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.akf.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.ageinternational.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.alimdaad.co.uk/homepage.
html

BOND (UK)

https://alkhair.org/

128
129

130

131
132
133
134

African Child
Trust
African
Development
Solutions
African Medical
and Research
Foundation
(Amref UK)
Aga Khan
Foundation
(UK)
Age
International
Al-Imdaad
Foundation UK
Al-Khair
Foundation
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135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143

All We Can
APT Action on
Poverty
Asha Trust (Sri
Lanka)
Ashanti
Development
Asian People's
Disability
Alliance
BasicNeeds
Bees for
Development
Trust
BMS World
Mission
Book Aid
International

BOND (UK)

http://www.allwecan.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://aptuk.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://ashatrust.co.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://ashantidevelopment.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.apda.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.basicneeds.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.beesfordevelopment.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.bmsworldmission.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.bookaid.org/

144

BRAC UK

BOND (UK)

http://www.bracuk.net/

145

Build Africa

BOND (UK)

http://www.build-africa.com/

BOND (UK)

https://www.bshf.org

BOND (UK)

http://www.cabi.org/

BOND (UK)

http://cafod.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.careinternational.org.uk/

146
147
148
149

Building and
Social Housing
Foundation
CAB
International
CAFOD (Caritas
member)
CARE
International UK

150

CBM

BOND (UK)

http://www.cbmuk.org.uk/

151

Cecily’s Fund

BOND (UK)

http://www.cecilysfund.org/

152

Chance for
Childhood

BOND (UK)

https://chanceforchildhood.org/

153

ChildHope UK

BOND (UK)

https://www.childhope.org.uk/

154

Childreach
International

BOND (UK)

https://www.childreach.org.uk/
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Children of the
Andes (Children
155
Change
Colombia)
Children of the
156
Mekong
157
158
159
160
161
162
163

Christian Aid
Commonwealth
Human Ecology
Council
Computer Aid
International
Concern
Universal
Concern
Worldwide UK
Conciliation
Resources
Concordis
International

BOND (UK)

http://www.childrenchangecolombia.o
rg/

BOND (UK)

https://www.facebook.com/childrenoft
hemekong/

BOND (UK)

http://www.christianaid.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.checinternational.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.computeraid.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.concernuniversal.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.concern.net/

BOND (UK)

http://www.c-r.org/

BOND (UK)

http://concordis.international/

164

CONTESA

BOND (UK)

http://www.contesacharity.org/

165

Cord UK

BOND (UK)

https://www.cord.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.deafchildworldwide.info/

BOND (UK)

http://www.ahsaniamission.org.bd/

BOND (UK)

http://emergepovertyfree.org/

166
167
168
169

Deaf Child
Worldwide
Dhaka Ahsania
Mission
Emerge Poverty
Free
Engineers
Against Poverty

BOND (UK)

http://www.engineersagainstpoverty.or
g/home
http://www.excellentdevelopment.com
/home

170

Excellent

BOND (UK)

171

FARM-Africa

BOND (UK)

http://www.farmafrica.org/

Farmers
172 Overseas Action
Group

BOND (UK)

http://www.foag.org/home

173

BOND (UK)

http://www.feedtheminds.org/

Feed the Minds
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174

Feed the Poor
(Isra-UK)

BOND (UK)

http://israuk.org/

175

Find Your Feet

BOND (UK)

http://find-your-feet.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.forestpeoples.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.frankwater.com/

BOND (UK)

http://www.gardenafrica.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.goalglobal.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.grassrootsoccer.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.greenbeltmovement.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.habitatforhumanity.org.uk
/

176
177
178
179
180
181
182
183
184
185
186

Forest Peoples
Programme
FRANK Water
Projects
GardenAfrica
GOAL UK
(Goal Global)
Grassroot
Soccer
Greenbelt
Movement
Habitat for
Humanity Great
Britain
Hand in Hand
International
Handicap
International UK
Hands Around
the World
Health Poverty
Action

BOND (UK)
BOND (UK)

http://www.handinhandinternational.or
g/about-us/
https://www.handicapinternational.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://hatw.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.healthpovertyaction.org/

187

HealthProm

BOND (UK)

http://www.healthprom.org/

188

Hope for
Children

BOND (UK)

https://hope-for-children.org/

189

Human Aid UK

BOND (UK)

https://www.human-aid.org/

BOND (UK)

https://donate.humanappeal.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.hrf.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://impactfoundation.org/

BOND (UK)

http://ivdtrust.org.uk/

190
191
192

193

Human Appeal
International
Human Relief
Foundation
IMPACT
Foundation
Integrated
Village
Development
Trust
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194
195
196
197
198
199
200
201
202
203
204
205
206
207
208

209

210
211

International
Alert
International
Children's Trust
International
Development
Enterprises UK
International
Medical Corps
International
Nepal
Fellowship
International
Refugee Trust
International
Rescue
Committee
Islamic Help
Islamic Relief
Worldwide
Joint Aid
Management
UK
Just A Drop
Appeal
Karen Hilltribes
Trust
Karuna Trust
Kashmir
International
Relief Fund
LAMB Health
Care Foundation
Leonard
Cheshire
Disability
(International
Department)
LEPRA Health
in Action
Living Earth
Foundation

BOND (UK)

http://www.international-alert.org/

BOND (UK)

http://internationalchildren.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.ide-uk.org/

BOND (UK)

https://internationalmedicalcorps.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.inf.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.irt.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.rescue.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.islamichelp.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.islamic-relief.org/

BOND (UK)

http://jamint.com/

BOND (UK)

http://justadrop.net

BOND (UK)

http://www.karenhilltribes.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.karuna.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.facebook.com/KirfHQ/

BOND (UK)

http://www.lhcf.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.leonardcheshire.org/inter
national

BOND (UK)

https://www.lepra.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.livingearth.org.uk/

118
Table 4 continued
212
213
214
215
216
217
218
219
220
221

Malaria
Consortium
Malaria No
More UK
Marie Stopes
International
Maternity
Worldwide
Medair UK
Medic Assist
International
Mercy Corps
European
Headquarters
MicroLoan
Foundation
Mother Helpage
UK
Mothers2Mother
s

BOND (UK)

http://www.malariaconsortium.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.malarianomore.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.mariestopes.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.maternityworldwide.org/

BOND (UK)

http://relief.medair.org/en/

BOND (UK)

http://www.medicassistinternational.or
g/

BOND (UK)

https://www.mercycorps.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.microloanfoundation.org.
uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.motherhelpage.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.m2m.org/

222

Muslim Aid

BOND (UK)

https://www.muslimaid.org/

223

Muslim Charity
Helping The
Needy

BOND (UK)

http://www.muslimcharity.org.uk/

224

Muslim Hands

BOND (UK)

https://muslimhands.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://wellfound.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://opportunity.org.uk/

Operation
WellFound
Opportunity
226
International
United Kingdom
225

227

ORBIS UK

BOND (UK)

http://www.orbis.org/

228

Otra Cosa
Network

BOND (UK)

http://otracosa.org/

229

Oxfam GB

BOND (UK)

http://www.oxfam.org.uk/

230

Palestinians
Relief and
Development
Fund (Interpal)

BOND (UK)

http://www.interpal.org/
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231

Peace Direct

Pesticide Action
Network UK
PHASE
233
Worldwide
232

BOND (UK)

https://www.peacedirect.org/us/

BOND (UK)

http://www.pan-uk.org/

BOND (UK)

https://phaseworldwide.org/

234

Plan UK

BOND (UK)

https://plan-uk.org/

235

Practical Action

BOND (UK)

https://practicalaction.org/

236

Progressio

BOND (UK)

http://www.progressio.org.uk/

237

Project Harar
Ethiopia

BOND (UK)

http://www.projectharar.org/

238

Pump Aid

BOND (UK)

http://www.pumpaid.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.railwaychildren.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.rainbowdevelopmentinafri
ca.org/

BOND (UK)

https://raleighinternational.org/

BOND (UK)

https://readfoundation.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.redinternational.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.facebook.com/responding
toconflict/

BOND (UK)

http://restlessdevelopment.org/uk

BOND (UK)

https://www.retrak.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.righttoplay.org.uk/Pages/d
efault.aspx

BOND (UK)

https://www.roomtoread.org/

BOND (UK)

https://rnli.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.safehands.org/

239
240

241
242
243
244
245
246
247
248
249
250

Railway
Children
Rainbow
Development in
Africa
Raleigh
International
Trust
Read
Foundation
RED
International
Responding to
Conflict
Restless
Development
Retrak
Right To Play
UK
Room to Read
UK
Royal National
Lifeboat
Institution
Safehands for
Mothers
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251

BOND (UK)

http://www.saferworld.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.samaritanspurse.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.savethechildren.org.uk/

254 Self Help Africa

BOND (UK)

https://selfhelpafrica.org/us/

255

BOND (UK)

https://www.sendacow.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.senseinternational.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.scyss.org/

252
253

256
257

Saferworld
Samaritan's
Purse
International
Save the
Children

Send a Cow
Sense
International
Sickle Cell and
Young Stroke
Survivors

258

Sightsavers

BOND (UK)

https://www.sightsavers.org/

259

Skillshare
International

BOND (UK)

https://www.facebook.com/skillsharei
nternational/

260

SolarAid

BOND (UK)

https://solar-aid.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.soschildrensvillages.org.u
k/

BOND (UK)

http://www.sahel.org.uk/

SOS Children's
Villages UK
SOS Sahel
262
International UK
261

263

Sound Seekers

BOND (UK)

http://www.sound-seekers.org.uk/

264

Street Child
Africa

BOND (UK)

https://chanceforchildhood.org/

265

TackleAfrica

BOND (UK)

http://tackleafrica.org/

266

Target
Tuberculosis

BOND (UK)

http://www.targettb.org.uk/

267

TB Alert

BOND (UK)

http://www.tbalert.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.teachamantofish.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.talcuk.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.tearfund.org/

Teach a Man to
Fish
Teaching Aids at
269
Low Cost
268

270

Tearfund
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271

272

273
274

275

276
277
278
279
280

The Britain
Nepal Medical
Trust
The Fred
Hollows
Foundation
(UK)
The Kambia
Appeal
The Leprosy
Mission
The Salvation
Army
(International
Development
Department)
The Tibet Relief
Fund of the
United Kingdom
The Toybox
Charity
The Welfare
Association
Theatre for a
Change
Tools for Self
Reliance

BOND (UK)

http://www.britainnepalmedicaltrust.or
g.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.hollows.org/uk/home

BOND (UK)

http://www.kambia.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.leprosymission.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.salvationarmy.org/ihq/proj
ects

BOND (UK)

http://www.tibetrelieffund.co.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.toybox.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.welfareassociation.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.tfacafrica.com/

BOND (UK)

http://www.tfsr.org/

281

TRAID

BOND (UK)

http://www.traid.org.uk/

282

TREE AID

BOND (UK)

https://www.treeaid.org.uk/

283

Trocaire

BOND (UK)

https://www.trocaire.org/

284

Tropical Health
and Education
Trust

BOND (UK)

http://www.thet.org/

285

Tzedek

BOND (UK)

http://tzedek.org.uk/

286

VSO

BOND (UK)

https://www.vsointernational.org/

287

War Child

BOND (UK)

http://www.warchild.org/
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288

Water and
Sanitation for
the Urban Poor

BOND (UK)

http://www.wsup.com/

289

WaterAid

BOND (UK)

http://www.wateraid.org/uk

290

Wells for India

BOND (UK)

https://www.wellsforindia.org/

BOND (UK)

https://www.womenandchildrenfirst.or
g.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.womenforwomen.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

https://www.worldjewishrelief.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.worldmedicalfund.org/

BOND (UK)

http://www.worldvision.org.uk/

BOND (UK)

http://www.ycareinternational.org/

BOND (UK)

http://zimbabweeducationaltrust.org.u
k/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.acci.org.au/relief

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.actforpeace.org.au/

291

292
293
294
295
296
297

298
299
300
301
302

Women and
Children First
(UK)
Women for
Women
International UK
World Jewish
Relief
World Medical
Fund for
Children
World Vision
UK
Y Care
International
Zimbabwe
Educational
Trust
ACC
International
Relief
Act for Peace –
NCCA
ActionAid
Australia
Action on
Poverty
Adara
Development
Australia

303 ADRA Australia

304

Afghan
Australian
Development
Organisation

ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.actionaid.org/australia
http://actiononpoverty.org/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.adaragroup.org/aboutus/global-support-officeaustralia/australian-members/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.adra.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.aado.org.au/
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305
306
307
308
309
310

311

312

313

314

315
316
317
318
319

Anglican Aid
Anglican Board
of Mission
Anglican
Overseas Aid
Asian Aid
Organisation
Assisi Aid
Projects
Australasian
Society for HIV
Medicine
Australia Hope
International
Inc.
Australian
Doctors for
Africa
Australian
Doctors
International
Australian
Himalayan
Foundation
Australian
Lutheran World
Service
Australian
Mercy
Australian
Respiratory
Council
Beyond the
Orphanage
Birthing Kit
Foundation
(Australia)

320 CARE Australia
321 Caritas Australia
322

CBM Australia

ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)

http://anglicanaid.org.au/
http://www.abmission.org/news.php?
&page=7
http://anglicanoverseasaid.org.au/
http://www.asianaid.org.au/
http://www.assisi.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.ashm.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.ahi.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://ausdocafrica.org/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.adi.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.australianhimalayanfounda
tion.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.alws.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

https://australianmercy.org/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.thearc.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.beyondtheorphanage.org/

ACFID
(Australia)

https://www.bkfa.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)

https://www.care.org.au/
http://www.caritas.org.au/
http://www.cbm.org.au/
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323
324

325

326

327
328
329
330

331
332
333
334
335
336

337
338
339

ChildFund
Australia
CLAN (Caring
and Living as
Neighbours)
Credit Union
Foundation
Australia
Daughters of
Our Lady of the
Sacred Heart
Overseas Aid
Fund
Door of Hope
Australia Inc.
Edmund Rice
Foundation
(Australia)
Every Home
Global Concern
Family Planning
New South
Wales
Fairtrade
Australia New
Zealand
Food Water
Shelter
Fred Hollows
Foundation, The
Global Mission
Partners
Good Shepherd
Services
Grameen
Foundation
Australia
Habitat for
Humanity
Australia
HealthServe
Australia
Hope Global

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.childfund.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.clanchildhealth.org/

ACFID
(Australia)

https://www.cufa.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.olshaustralia.org.au/overse
asaid/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.doorofhopeaustralia.org/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://erf.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://globalconcern.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.fpnsw.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://fairtrade.com.au/

ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.foodwatershelter.org.au/
http://hollows.org.au/
http://www.inpartnership.org.au/
http://www.goodshepherd.com.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

https://www.grameen.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://habitat.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.healthserve.org.au/
http://www.hope-global.org/
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340

341

342

343

344
345
346
347
348
349

350
351
352
353
354
355
356

Hunger Project
Australia, The
International
Christian Aid
and Relief
Enterprises
(iCARE)
International
Needs Australia
International
Nepal
Fellowship
(Aust) Ltd
Interplast
Australia & New
Zealand
Islamic Relief
Australia
Kyeema
Foundation
Lasallian
Foundation
Leprosy Mission
Australia, The
Live & Learn
Environmental
Education
Marie Stopes
International
Australia
Mary MacKillop
International
Mary Ward
International
Australia
Mercy Works
Ltd.
Mission World
Aid Inc.
MAA
International
Nusa Tenggara
Association Inc.

ACFID
(Australia)

http://thp.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.icare.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.internationalneeds.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.inf.org/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.interplast.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)

http://islamic-relief.com.au/
http://www.kyeemafoundation.org/
http://www.lasallianfoundation.org/
http://www.leprosymission.org.au/TL
M/Home

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.livelearn.org/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.mariestopes.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.marymackillopinternationa
l.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.mwia.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)

http://mercyworks.org.au/
http://www.missionworldaid.org/index
.html
http://www.muslimaid.org.au/
http://www.nta.org.au/
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357

Opportunity
International
Australia

358 Oxfam Australia
359

Partner Housing

360

Partners in Aid

361

362
363
364
365
366

367
368

Partners Relief
and
Development
Australia
PLAN
International
Australia
Quaker Service
Australia
RedR Australia
Reledev
Australia
Salvation Army
(NSW Property
Trust)
Save the
Children
Australia
Surf Aid
International

369

TEAR Australia

370

Union Aid
Abroad APHEDA

371

UnitingWorld

372
373
374

WaterAid
Australia
World
Education
Australia
World Vision
Australia

ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)

http://opportunity.org.au/
https://www.oxfam.org.au/
http://partnerhousing.org/
http://partnersinaid.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.partnersworld.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.plan.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.redr.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://salvos.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.savethechildren.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)
ACFID
(Australia)

http://qsa.org.au/

http://reledev.org.au/

http://www.surfaid.org/
http://www.tear.org.au/
http://www.apheda.org.au/
http://www.unitingworld.org.au/
http://www.wateraid.org/au

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.worlded.org.au/

ACFID
(Australia)

http://www.worldvision.com.au/
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375
376

377

378
379

380

Aga Khan
Foundation
Canada
Canada World
Youth
Canadian
Catholic
Organization for
Development
and Peace
Canadian Feed
the Children
Canadian
Foodgrains
Bank
Canadian
Lutheran World
Relief

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.akfc.ca

CCIC (Canada)

http://canadaworldyouth.org/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.devp.org/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.canadianfeedthechildren.c
a/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.foodgrainsbank.ca/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.clwr.org/

381

CARE Canada

CCIC (Canada)

http://care.ca/

382

Center for
International
Studies and
Cooperation

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.ceci.ca

383

CODE

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.codecan.org/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.csiquebec.org/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.cusointernational.org/

CCIC (Canada)

http://dignitasinternational.org/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.farmradio.org/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.horizons.ca/

CCIC (Canada)

http://islamicreliefcanada.org/

CCIC (Canada)

https://mcccanada.ca/

384
385
386
387
388
389

390

Collaboration
Santé
Internationale
Cuso
International
Dignitas
International
Farm Radio
International
Horizons of
Friendship
Islamic Relief
Canada
Mennonite
Central
Committee
(Canada) Ottawa

128
Table 4 continued
391

Micronutrient
Initiative

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.nutritionintl.org/

392

L'Œuvre Léger

CCIC (Canada)

http://leger.org/en/

393

Oxfam-Canada

CCIC (Canada)

https://www.oxfam.ca/

394

Oxfam-Québec

CCIC (Canada)

http://oxfam.qc.ca/

CCIC (Canada)

http://plancanada.ca/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.presbyterian.ca/pwsd

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.pwrdf.org/

CCIC (Canada)

https://www.savethechildren.ca/

SOS Children’s
Villages Canada
The Hunger
400
Project
Veterinarians
401
Without Borders

CCIC (Canada)

https://www.soschildrensvillages.ca/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.thp.org/

CCIC (Canada)

https://www.vetswithoutborders.ca/

402

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.usc-canada.org/

CCIC (Canada)

https://www.wateraidcanada.com/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.worldlit.ca/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.wrcanada.org/

CCIC (Canada)

http://worldrenew.net/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.wusc.ca/

CCIC (Canada)

http://www.worldvision.ca/Pages/defa
ult.aspx

395

396

397

398

Plan
International
Canada
Presbyterian
World Service
and
Development
Primate's World
Relief and
Development
Fund
Save the
Children Canada

399

403
404
405
406

407

408

USC Canada
WaterAid
Canada
World Literacy
of Canada
World Relief
Canada
World Renew
World
University
Service of
Canada
World Vision
Canada
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409

ADRA New
Zealand

410

Banzaid

411

Caritas Aotearoa
New Zealand

412

cbm

413

ChildFund New
Zealand

414

CWS

415
416
417
418
419
420
421
422

Habitat for
Humanity New
Zealand
Himalayan
Trust
International
Needs New
Zealand
Ora New
Zealand
Oxfam New
Zealand
Pacific Leprosy
Foundation
Save the
Children New
Zealand
SurfAid
International

423

Tearfund

424

The Leprosy
Mission New
Zealand

425

Trade Aid

426

VSA

427

World Vision
(NZ)

CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)

http://www.adra.org.nz/
http://www.banzaid.org.nz/
http://www.caritas.org.nz/
http://www.cbm-nz.org.nz/
https://www.childfund.org.nz/
http://www.cws.org.nz/

CID
(New Zealand)

http://www.habitat.org.nz/

CID
(New Zealand)

http://www.himalayantrust.co.nz/

CID
(New Zealand)

http://www.internationalneeds.org.nz/

CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)
CID
(New Zealand)

https://oranewzealand.org/
https://www.oxfam.org.nz/
http://www.leprosy.org.nz/
http://www.savethechildren.org.nz/
http://www.surfaid.org/
http://www.tearfund.org.nz/
http://leprosymission.org.nz/
https://www.tradeaid.org.nz/
http://www.vsa.org.nz/
http://www.worldvision.org.nz/
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428

429
430
431
432

Kyung Hee
international
medical
cooperation
society
Loving concern
international
United Help for
International
Children
International
Corn Foundation
People for
medical
cooperation

433 Good Neighbors
434

Good People

435

Green Teachers

436

Global Care

437
438

Joyful World
Together
Nanum
International

439 Dail Community
440

Mahayana

441

KOMSTA

442

Eastern Social
Welfare Society

443

Lotus World

444

Medi peace

445

Miral Welfare
Foundation

446

KDAB

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.khimcs.org/

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.lci.or.kr/

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.uhic.org/

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.icf.or.kr/

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.pmci.or.kr/

KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.goodneighbors.kr/
http://www.goodpeople.or.kr/
http://www.greenteachers.kr/
http://www.globalcare.or.kr/
http://www.joyfulworldtogether.org/
http://www.inanum.org/
http://www.dail.org/
http://www.mahayana.or.kr/
http://www.komsta.org/
http://eastern.or.kr/
http://www.lotusworld.or.kr/
http://www.medipeace.org/
http://www.miral.org/
http://kdab.or.kr/
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447

Busrugy

448

Vision Care

449

Healthcare and
Hope Alliance

450

Sam Care

451

Life World

452
453
454
455
456

Service for
Peace
World Canaan
Farmer's
Movement
World
Neighbours
Save the
Children Korea
Serving Friends
International

457

Asiafocus

458

Future for
African Culture

459 Childfund Korea
460

Angels' Haven

461

World Share

462

World Together

463

WELL
International

464

WITH

465

With Asia

466
467

Helping our
neighbors
Roseclub
International

KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.busrugy.or.kr/
http://www.vcs2020.org/
http://hhakorea.org/
http://www.samcare.org/
http://www.lifeworld.or.kr/
http://www.sfp.or.kr/?ckattempt=1
http://www.wcm.or.kr/
http://www.worldneighbours.net/
http://www.sc.or.kr/
http://www.servingfriends.org/
http://www.asiafocus.or.kr/
http://www.africafuture.org/
http://www.childfund.or.kr/
http://www.angelshaven.or.kr/main/
http://www.worldshare.or.kr/
http://www.worldtogether.or.kr/
http://www.wellinternational.org/
http://www.iwith.or.kr/
http://www.withasia.kr/main/main.php
http://www.bcej.org/
http://www.roseclub.or.kr/
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468

Korea Disaster
Relief
Association

469

Jung Hae

470

Good Hands

471

Global Civic
Sharing

472

Copion

473

Team & Team

474

Friend Asia

475

Plan Korea

476
477

478

479
480
481
482
483

Heart to Heart
Foundation
Korea Food for
the Hungry
International
Korea
International
Volunteer
Organization
Korea Helpage
Sunny Korea
Welfare
Foundation
World Vision
Korea
Join Together
Society
Caritas Korea

Habitat for
Humanity Korea
Korea Hope
485
Foundation
Skip a Meal
486
Save a Life
484

KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.relief.or.kr/
http://www.junghae.or.kr/
http://www.goodhands.or.kr/
http://www.gcs.or.kr/
http://www.copion.or.kr/
http://www.teamandteam.org/
http://friendasia.or.kr/
http://www.plankorea.or.kr/
http://www.heart-heart.org/

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.kfhi.or.kr/

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.kvo.or.kr/

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.helpage.or.kr/

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.sunnykorea.or.kr/

KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.worldvision.or.kr/
http://www.jts.or.kr/
http://www.caritas.or.kr/
http://www.habitat.or.kr/
http://www.hope365.org/
http://www.samsal.org/renew/main/ind
ex.php
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One body one
spirit
Korean
488 Foundation for
World Aid
Korean Health
489 Professionals for
Action
487

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.obos.or.kr/

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.hankorea.or.kr/

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.khpa.org/

490

Good helpers

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://goodhelpers.or.kr/

491

Seoul
International
Friendship
Organization

KCOC
(South Korea)

http://www.seoulfriend.org/

492

Uniworld

493
494

495

496

497

498

499

500

Kids & Future
Foundation
The Institute of
Cultural Affairs
(ICA) Japan
Aspiring
Citizens for
Community
Empowerment
with Sunny
Smile
Asian Rural
Institute
Community
Action
Development
Organisation
Asian People's
Exchange
Asian
Sustainable
Holistic
Approach
Association for
Rengein Tanjo-ji
International
Cooperation

KCOC
(South Korea)
KCOC
(South Korea)

http://uniworld.or.kr/
http://www.kidsfuture.or.kr/

JANIC (Japan)

https://www.icajapan.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.page.sannet.ne.jp/acce/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.ari-edu.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.cando.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.apex-ngo.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.ashaasia.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://renge.asia/
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501

502

503

504

505

506

507

508

509

510

Organization for
Industrial,
Spiritual and
Cultural
Advancement
CARE
International
Japan
Foundation for
International
Development/Re
lief
Japanese
Organization for
International
Cooperation in
Family Planning
Japan Overseas
Christian
Medical
Cooperative
Service
Humanitarian
Medical
Assistance
SHARE
Services for the
Health in Asian
& African
Regions
Japan
Association of
International
Cooperation for
Oral Health
Shapla Neer =
Citizens'
Committee in
Japan for
Overseas
Support
Shanti Volunteer
Association

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.oisca.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.careintjp.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.fidr.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.joicfp.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.jocs.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.huma.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://share.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://jaicoh.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.shaplaneer.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://sva.or.jp/
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511
512
513
514
515

JEN
Doctors of the
World Japan
Save the
Children Japan
The Asia
Christian
Education Fund
Habitat for
Humanity Japan

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.jen-npo.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.mdm.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.savechildren.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.acef.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.habitatjp.org/

516

ACTION

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.actionman.jp/

517

ayus: Network
of Buddhists
Volunteers on
International
Cooperation

JANIC (Japan)

http://npo-ayus.jp/

518

Oxfam Japan

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.oxfam.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://ongcara.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.gnjp.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.konko.org/kpac/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.jhp.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.japanheart.org/

JANIC (Japan)

https://www.childfund.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.terra-r.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.aarjapan.gr.jp/

519

520
521
522

523

Association for
the Cooperation
and Rural selfsupport in west
Africa (CARA)
Good Neighbors
Japan
Konkokyo Peace
Activity Center
Japan Team of
Young Human
Power
International
Medical
Volunteers
Japan Heart

524 ChildFund Japan
525
526

Terra
Renaissance
Association for
Aid and Relief,
Japan
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527

528
529

530

531

532
533
534
535

536

537
538
539
540

Specified
Nonprofit
Corporation
Hunger Free
World
Action with Lao
Children
World Vision
Japan
Adventist
Development
and Relief
Agency Japan
International
Children's
Action Network
AIDS Orphan
Support NGO
PLAS
Caring for
Young Refugees
Medecins Sans
Frontieres Japon
GLM Institute
Association of
Aid for
Cambodia in 21
Century
BHN
Association
World Runners
Japan
Peace Winds
Japan
Japan
Association for
Refugees

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.hungerfree.net/

JANIC (Japan)

http://homepage2.nifty.com/aspbtokyo
/

JANIC (Japan)

https://www.worldvision.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.adrajpn.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.ican.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.plas-aids.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.cyr.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.msf.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.glminstitute.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.aac21.net/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.bhn.or.jp/official/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.wrj.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.peace-winds.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.refugee.or.jp/

541

NPO2050

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.npo2050.org/

542

Japan
International
Volunteer
Center

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.ngo-jvc.net/
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543

Japan
Philippines
Volunteer
Association
The Japan
Center for
Conflict
Prevention
Approved
Specified NonProfit
Organization
IVY
Education
Sponsorship in
Asia
Kokkyo naki
Kodomotachi
Free The
Children Japan
(WE Charity)
International
Cooperation
NGO・ IVJAPAN
Terra People Act
Kanagawa
NPO Hearts of
Gold
Campaign for
the Children of
Palestine
The Institute for
Himalayan
Conservation
THE PHD
FOUNDATION

JANIC (Japan)

http://jpva.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.jccp.gr.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.ivyivy.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.esajapan.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://knk.or.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.ftcj.com/

JANIC (Japan)

http://iv-japan.wixsite.com/iv-japan

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.tpak.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.hofg.org/jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://ccp-ngo.jp/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.ihc-japan.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.phd-kobe.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.ph-japan.org/

556 Fair Trade Japan

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.fairtrade-jp.org/

Friends Without
a Border Japan

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.fwab.jp/

544

545

546
547
548

549

550
551
552

553
554
555

557

PH-Japan
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558
559

560
561

Bridge Asia
Japan
Hope
Worldwide
Japan
Non-Profit
Organization
Reborn Kyoto
Plan Japan

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.baj-npo.org/index.html

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.hopewwj.org/

JANIC (Japan)

http://www.reborn-kyoto.org/

JANIC (Japan)

https://www.plan-international.jp/

